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FORWARD 


DIAMONDS are Expensive ---- IF comparep To MANURE 


This can be the happiest day of your life. 

The ecstasy and joy that you can receive from gaining 
knowledge——worthwhile knowledge-——makes life a constant 
and exciting venture instead of a threat. 

When suddenly our eyes are open, we see something we've 
never seen before. For the first time we see beauty——— 
beauty that was always there——but we didn’t see it,-—we 
didn’t notice it, We didn’t hear it——or feel it. 

These beautiful things surround us all the time. Life is 
fleeting by and we have not yet seen and appreciated the 
things around us. ?How many times at night have we failed to 
observe the ecstatic beauty of the heavens? All that was 
needed was to “look up and live.” 

Just understanding how and why the moon—for exam- 
ple—rhythmically orbits “‘our’’ Earth——why it doesn’t fall 
under the influence of the Sun——or fly off into space is a 
thing of beauty as well as of scientific significance. 

This is truly an historical moment in history. You are part 
of it. It’s happening right now. The most amazing and 
unbelievable true story of all time is happening right in our 
midst. This has all happened because the immortal Sir Isaac 
Newton (1642-1727)——one of the greatest scientists of all 
time——overlooked a simple and elementary incident. 

You won't believe this. !You can’t! But you will. It will 
make you feel good.——Even though you have only made one 
or two mistakes——in your entire life——you won't feel so 
bad after this. In fact~—you’ll feel good and kind——and 
kind’a good. 


What makes this more intriguing is that today’s sophisti- 
cated scientific world has been miraculously performing 
miracles——successfully sending spacecraft here and there. 

But what they haven’t realized is that they have been 
figuratively driving on a flat tire. Of course they occasionally 
get out to repair and patch the flat tire. The tire is then 
patched——or ‘Mickey Moused”——and as the car still 
runs——they get back in——and cautiously drive on their 
way ——imagining that the tire is not flat——— imagining that 
it is not going ““bumpidy-bump-bump.” 

Had they just changed this old worn out, no good 
tire——and simply put on a new one——the trip would be 
smoother——faster——and much more economical. 

Because they closed their eyes and could not see the 
internal beauty that is happening every moment—-—here is. 
what they did...... 

According to Newton’s laws of gravitation———it shows 
the sun to have twice as much pull on ‘tour Moon” as does 
“our Earth.”” Now you and J logically know that if someone 
else is pulling on something with just twice as much 


power—or force———as you are pulling on this same 
object———then they are bound to pull it away from you. 
Right? 

Today’s scientists—therefore—-——unfortunately -——have 


been “Mickey Mousing” simple—beautiful rhythmic math- 
matics into an ugly, illogical, and distasteful science. From a 
copy of the log of Apollo 16’s spaceflight——which is 
included in this book——you will understand why. 

This is not the fault of any person——or persons. We are 
blaming no one——or casting any criticisms. The whole world 
has been——and is presently——disillusioned into believing in 
something equivalent to fairy tales. 

But it’s not only science that is disillusioned. The whole 
world, in general, also is. We can start a rumor——such 
as——don’t tum off your fluorescent lights at night——for it’s 
cheaper to leave them burning all night. It costs more to 


generate the power when turning them back on the next 
evening. How unfortunate. Of course it’s not cheaper to leave 
fluorescent lights burning perpetually———any more than it’s 
cheaper to let your car’s motor run all night———so you 
won’t have to start it again in the morning. 

But we lose the beauty——we lose the perspective for 
things when we become parrots.——imitations instead of 
lookers. We lose our values of how to enjoy life. Let’s now 
start to “look up and live.” 

This historical scientific error all started because Newton 
inadvertently overlooked a teeny-weeny little 2———in two 
different equations. 

Mass = velocity x radius 


M = V-R 
instead of 
M2 = V2R 
and, force = mass x mass + radius2 
F = MM/R2 
instead of 
F2 = MM/R2 


? Unbelievable? ?Preposterous? Just watch. 

If you walked a distance of 1——] mile, | kilometer, or 
whatever——at a rate of speed—or velocity—of 1 (mile, 
kilometer, etc.) per hour-——it would take just | hour to 
travel this distance. ?Right? 

If now you traveled twice as far at the same rate of 
speed——it would take twice as long—or 2 hours. ?Right? And 
4 times as far—also at the same velocity—it would take 4 


times longer. 
Let’s set these distances and times in a chart. 


Distance = Velocity x Time 
| = } x ] 
2 - ] x 2 
3 = ] Xx 3 
4 7 1 X 4 


If the velocity were doubled—the time to cover the 
distance would naturally be reduced to 1/2 the time in the 
above chart. 


1 = 2 X 172 
2 = 2 x ] 
3 = 2 x 3/2 
4 = 2 x 2 


But if your speed or velocity were reduced or slowed down 
to 1/2 of the original velocity of 1——then it would obviously 
take twice the Time to travel the distance. 


Distance = Velocity x Time 
1 = 1/2 Xx 2 
2 = 1/2 4 4 
3 = 1/2 x 6 
4 = 1/2 x 8 


Let’s now look at this another way. You travel around a 
circular racetrack——with a radius of 1. Another racetrack has 
a radius of 4. 


Tas €) yey 
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Think of radius as “radiating” or starting from the center—— 
as the sun radiates from the center of the solar system. Or 
think of radius as the spoke of a wheel—~—as radius means 
spoke——from the old Greek language. 

If the radius of the larger circle is 4-——compared to | - 
for the smaller circle -——then the circumference of the larger 
circle is also 4 times larger than the circumference of the 
smaller circle. 


bod 


At first glance—one gets the illusion that the circumference of 
the larger circle is much more than 4 times longer than the 
circumference of the smaller circle. This is because the larger 
circle has an area of 16 (=42) times greater than the smaller. 
(Circumference = 27R = 2 x 3.1416 x Radius; area =7R 2). 


If you understand this——and you can——you may be a 
potential genius. 

Because the circumference of the longer circle is 4 times 
longer——this means that exactly 1/4 (one fourth) of its 
circumference is exactly the same length as the full length of 
the smaller circle’s circumference 


am ’ 
This — length “K 3S 
Let’s return to our above problem of traveling a certain 


distance in a certain time. As the larger circle’s radius and 
circumference are both 4 times greater than the smaller “1” 
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circle——let’s refer to the distance——or circumference as 
“R”——for Radius. The reason for this is because we are 
making everything “‘relative.” 

If you double your velocity, or your time, or distance or 
weight——this is all relative——in this example ——doubling the 
speed is just 2 times faster. We’re not now concerned with 
just exactly how fast—or slow—you were going——but how 
much you increased—or decreased— your speed (etc.)———in 
“relation” to some reference or starting point. 

The weights—or masses—of the planets are relative. The 
Earth’s mass—or weight—is figured as |. If another planet’s 
weight is twice as much as Earth’s—its mass is said to be 2. Or 
if 10 times heavier than Earth—its mass is considered as 10, 
etc. You see——it’s “relative.” Relative to the Earth’s 
weight — in this instance. 

Let’s now imagine you travel around both of the above 
mentioned tracks at the same rate of speed. As the longer 
_track is 4 times longer——it is quite obvious that it would 
take 4 times: longer. Or—as said above—we’ll substitute ‘‘R”’ 
for distance——and set this up in an “equation”’ (equation—to 
equal). 


R= VxT 
lL=1xl 
4=1x4 
3 2 
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Imagine now that if——when traveling——or “‘orbiting”—— 
around the longer track—— because of its greater distance—— 
you cut your speed or velocity—exactly in 1/2. The numbers 
in the equation then would change as follows: 


Equation R=VxT 
“1” track 1=1x1] 
“4” track 4=1/2x8 


Showing now that it takes twice as long——or 8 hours time 
to “orbit”? the longer track——when the velocity was cut in 
half. 

'An exciting thing now happens! Your eyes may pop out 
of their sockets. But this is exactly what happens with the 


planets. 
A planet that is 4 times further from the Sun than the 
Earth———will travel at——not approximately——but exactly 


1/2 as fast as the Earth. ?Isn’t this amazing? 

And just as amazing is the fact that if a planet is 9 times 
further—or its Radius is 9-from the Sun——its velocity will 
be exactly 1/3 as fast as Earth’s and if another planet is 16 
times further-— its velocity is 1/4 as fast. 

Here is a simplified way to remember the formula 


R= VxT 
Think of the word 
“RiVeT” 
drop the vowels 
R V T 
and substitute = and x 
R=VxT 


The word ‘Rivet’ can be easily remembered —as the sound 
of the frog——or a rivet—a pin or fastener—with a large head. 


Oa 


This word ‘‘Rivet”——will rivet—and fasten all the formulas 
for circular planetary motion, 


Here is another chart showing planets at varying distances 
from the Sun. Assume the closer one is the Earth. 


Distance Velocity 
R Vv 

Earth ] l 

Planet 4 AU 4 1/2 
Planet 9 AU 9 1/3 
Planet 16 AU 16 1/4 
Planet 25 AU 25 1/5 
Planet 36 AU 36 1/6 
Planet 100 AU 100 1/10 


If you didn’t catch the rhythm—let’s do this— 
It is mot necessary to be a math whiz to understand 
this——but if you did not catch the code——let’s repeat it: 


Earth 1 | l=1xl=12 e 
2 
4 1/2 4=2x2=22 
9 1/3 9=3x3=32 
— a 
16 1/4 16=4x4=42 4 
25 1/5 25=5x5=52 
36 1/6 36=6x6=62 
100 1/10 100 = 10x 10=102 


Notice that the denominator (bottom of fraction) is the 
square root of the R—or distance. In square root—— 
abbreviated ‘“‘sq. rt’”———the symbol (/ )——which looks like 
capital ‘“‘V’’ with a short line @/ ) attached to the V———is 
used to designate the sq rt of the number. For example: 
V4 =2:V9 = 3;V16= 4, etc. Also V4 = 41/2,.79 = 91/2 ete, 

The sq. rt. of a number is merely the length of one side of 
a square. Imagine 4 blocks forming a perfect square. The 
length, or sq. rt of 4-—(/4 = 2) is 2. The area within 
the square is 4. Consequently—2 x 2 (or 22) =4, 
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If the 4 blocks are put in a straight line——the area on top 
of the blocks is still 4. 


The lengths of any 2 adjoining sides is ] and 4. Consequently 


sacs ise) 


The total is the same in each instance——but the shape of the 
4 blocks was changed from a square 


4 


to a rectangle 


ios 


If the 4 blocks were formed as shown——with a square 
formed inside the 4 blocks——the length of the 4 blocks 
within the square would still be 4-——but the area within the 
4 blocks would only be |. 


If a circle were inscribed within this little square-——its 
area would naturally be less than |. 


Actually it would become a little more than 3/4 of 1———or 
more exactly .7854———of the original area of 1. The math 
experts already know that .7854 is just 1/4 of 3.1416——or pi 
(z)—pronounced “‘pie.”’ 


If each of these 4 blocks were split in half (creating 8 half 
blocks) 


oS 


and placed around this little circle that was inscribed 
(in —inside ;scribe—to write) within our square—formed within 
the 4 blocks—as shown above———the distance around the 
inside of these 8 half blocks would still be 4. 


But the area within the octagon (octo=8, octagon=8 sides) 
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formed by the 8 half blocks would increase to slightly more 
than ]——~—as was the area within the 4 complete blocks. 

So the area within the said octagon would also be more 
than the area within the circle———because the 8 half blocks 
would be further away from the circle 


O 


ae 
aed 


———than was the square. 


If now-—each of the 8 half blocks were split in half 
again——— making a total of 16 quarter blocks 





and these 16 pieces were placed around the circle——the area 
within these pieces of blocks would again increase——to more 
than the area within the octagon or square. But the length 
still remains at 4. 


If we continued to split each piece of block in halves— 
again and again—making 32, 64, 128, etc.——the inside length 
would always remain at 4——but the area would slightly 
increase each time the blocks were split——and formed into 
another more circular shape. 

Evantually——with an infinitesimal (unlimited) number of 
splits of the blocks we could form a perfect circle———with a 
length of the circumference remaining the same———4—~——as 
the length of the original 4 blocks. But the area within this 
same circle would increase from an area of | in the original 
square———to finally become about 1.2732 (4/7). 


This shows that a circle is the most efficient shape———and 
will enclose the most area——with the same perimeter——or 
fencing——--than any other possible shape. 


This brings up a very intriguing and startling bit of 
philosophy. 

If nature acts in the most prudent and efficient 
manner——and it does——then why don’t the planets and 
other heavenly bodies—orbit in perfect circles? 

We repeat——nature does act in the most prudent and 
efficient manner———for nature itself——but not for people, 
or animals, insects, or birds———or plants or trees. It is all 
these other things that have capitalized on the workings of 
nature—and followed the results of nature itself. 

We unequivocally believe—and make the startling an- 
nouncement that planets, etc.—should—and would take circu- 
lar orbits——if???? 

But first——let’s look into some other things——including 
what happens to the little circle that was inscribed within our 
4 blocks. 


If we split one of the 4 blocks into 7 slices 


using only 1 of these 7 slices—— or 1/7 


of one block——plus the other 3 blocks——or a total of 3-1/7 
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blocks——-—-and then split these 3-1/7 blocks into an 
infinitesimal number of slices———~—placing them around the 
circle——they would be exactly the same length as the 
circumference of the circle that was described above——and 
inscribed within the 4 blocks. 

?Get it? 3-1/7—-—or more exactly 3.1416~—(notice 
m = 3.1416) of the original 4 blocks would make the inner 


circle. 
AS 


1x 1— — (or 12) —— or 12 
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has a perimeter (peri—close-by—near; meter to measure) of 4. 
The ratio of 7/4 is .7854,. These two numbers——3.1416 
(7)——and .7854 (2/4) have very common and frequent use in 
circles, spheres, ellipses, etc. 
As peri means close-by—or near——notice perimeter and 
perihelion. Helios is the old Greek sun god. Hence——peri- 
helion—— 


close to the sun Se 


Perihelion Sun 


Aphelion (apo—away from or opposite)—farthest from the 
sun. 


——— 


phelion 


It is our policy to occasionally regress—go off on some- 
what of a tangent 
—for the benefit of those of us who do not know or 
understand. Often one may have the incorrect understanding 
of the meaning of a word or phrase——and suddenly—years 
later find he was wrong. If while reading—one interprets the 
opposite meaning of a word——~he’ll get the opposite 
meaning of what was intended. 

Sometimes stopping to check with the dictionary gives us a 
more precise meaning of a word, phrase, sentence, para- 
graph———-—or for that matter—the whole story. 
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Unless we are constantly using words——in math for 
example——such words as radius, diameter, circumference, 
diagonal, perimeter, etc. Even a mathematician——if he has 
been away from it a few months or years———may confuse 
diameter and circumference. If this is so——? then what about 
the other 99.99% of us poor mortals. 

And we’re all guilty of frequently becoming confused—— 
and misunderstanding things. Even the speaker—or writer— 
may use the wrong word~—or a wrong meaning—which further 
confuses us poor readers and listeners. 

Millions of potential geniuses have been thwarted——or 
falsely been led to believe they are stupid——and give up. 

Altho not always successful——great pains were taken so as 
hopefully—you can understand everything in this book. Of 
course—we realize—that everything herein will not be under- 
standable to every person. But we believe——and hope that 
this may be so——if extra enjoyable and enthusiastic effort is 
applied. 

Speaking of mathematicians——for example——forgetting 
the precise mathematical terms. Over the years——we have 
run a running and continuing informal test——to see what is 
remembered. For example——not one—not one person mind 
you——whether it be from the high school graduate, to the 
college math, science, or engineering graduate———of at least 
5000 tested— could remember how to follow the “‘rules”’ for 
square rooting. This is in no way intended as criticism to 
these individuals. 

But yes——again it is intended as criticism. Not to the 
individuals—who were taught by rote, or memory—-—-—instead 
of logically teaching why——as well as how. Incidentally——a 
whole chapter on this subject of square rooting—with 
physical diagrams, and cutouts, as to exactly what happens in 
every operation of square rooted—was included in our 
book——‘‘Mathemagic for Idiots and Geniuses.” With this 
me thod——you can’t forget—why, 
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Now let’s get you (the hopeful potential genius) back to 
the meat of our subject. 

?Remember-—several paragraphs back—when going around 
a track whose radius and circumference is just 4 times 
longer——it also took 4 times longer to go around the longer 
track——as long as the speed remained the same. But when 
the velocity is cut in half——as happens with the planets——it 
takes just twice as long to complete an orbit. 


Formula 


w 
lt 


VxT 


— 
{| 


1x1 
R increased to 4——V remains same 
4=1x4 
V cut in half 
4= 1/2x8 
By algebra—the 1/2 can be inverted (2/1) and placed on the 


opposite side of the equation—or equal mark——and multi- 
plied—as shown above— or 4 = |/2 x 8 becomes 4 x 2= 8. 
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Then—from our imaginary planets (Planet 4, 9, 16, etc.) 
above—~we can easily determine their 7ime to orbit the sun 


RiVeT or 

R=VxT R1/V=T 
Earth 1=1xl Ix I/l=1] 
Planet 4 4=1/2x8 4x2=8 
Pjanet 9 9=1/2 x 27 9x3=27 
Planet 16 16= 1/4 x 64 16x4=64 
Planet 25 25.= 1/5 x 125 25x5=125 
Planet 36 36= 1/6x 216 36 x 6= 216 


Planet 100 100 = 1/10 x 1,000 100 x 10 = 1,000 


If you have not had algebra——you will begin to under- 
stand how it works. Algebra is really nothing but common 
sense arithmetic. Subtraction is the reverse of addition——and 
division is the reverse of multiplication. And multiplication is 
merely—multi-adding——or multi-counting. All these prob- 
lems could be solved—as some of the ancients did it——by 
counting on their fingers and toes—or by using pebbles 
etc.——but this is a time consuming project——especially with 
simplified and shortcut methods of arithmetic and algebra. 

Because many people—perhaps yourself on many occa- 
sions——did not understand the very beginning or foundation 
of something—whether it be arithmetic, science, sewing, 
drawing, or whatever———and from thereon—closed your 
eyes, ears, nose, and mind from then on—to become a dunce 
in something. Whereas—all the time—you were a potential 
genius. Unless you are already an expert—or unless you 
thoroughly understand everything you’ve read to here—it is 
suggested you go back and reread it. We’re going to prove to 
you that you’ve got more gray matter in that head on your 
shoulders than you had realized. 

The term “‘square root” frightens many people. To them it 
sounds mystical. Actually it’s nothing but ‘‘double divid- 
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ing’’—— or dividing twice by the same number. 

For example——divide 16 by the following 16+ 2= 8, 
16+3=5-1/3, 16+4=4. So 4 is the square root of 16. 
Notice that 16+4 is the same thing as 4/16———or a 
fraction—as 16/4—~—so also division—expressed in another 
manner——but they all equal 4——with different methods—for 
the same result. It is quite surprising how few people are 
aware of this simple fact. 

Visually ——we can show that 


<« 8 —» 


Or [6 divided by either side (2 or 8)—gives the length of the 
opposite side. 16+8 (or 16/8 or 8/16)=2, or 16+2=8. 
From this we can say that either 2 or 8 are “‘factors’—or 
divisors——or “roots” of 16. The terms—or words used for 
identification are often confusing—and not understood by 
most persons———especially when 2 or 3 entirely different 
words may all mean exactly the same thing in one in- 
stance——but are not the same in another instance. !How 
frustrating! 

Many persons actually do not know exactly what ‘‘veloc- 
ity” means. But it is the same thing as speed. However, 
velocity does sound more technical——and more sophisticated 
than speed. Velocity is commonly used in technical fields. 

16 also is 4 x 4 


—4——or 4 are also “factors” of 16———but 4 is also one of 
the “roots” of 16. 4 is also a “‘square root”—~as 4x4 or 
42 = 16. 2 and 8 are also ‘‘roots” of 16——~—but they are not 
‘square roots.” 

Not all numbers have whole number square roots. Only 
those starting with | and adding the next high odd number. 
Forexample ] 1+3=4,4+5=9,9+7=16, 16+9= 285, 
etc. Notice 1, 3, 5, 7, 9, etc. And 1, 4,9, 16, 25, etc. are 
perfect square numbers. 
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Notice that the perfect square numbers become fewer and 
farther between—as the numbers become larger. For exam- 
ple: between |! and 1!00——there are 10 perfect square 
numbers (1, 4, 9, 16, 25, 36, 49, 64, 81, 100)——whereas 
there are only 4 between 10] and 200 (121, 144, 169, 
196)——and only 3 perfect square numbers in the next 100. 

We’re now going to show you how just a simple oversight 
by one of the greatest geniuses in all history——Sir Isaac 
Newton (1642-1727)—caused one of the most unbelievable 
and amazing mistakes of all time. 

Kepler (1571-1630), a great mathematician and astron- 
omer discovered 3 undisputable and unquestionable laws of 
planetary motion——meaning the laws that govern the mo- 
tions of the planets in the solar system. The solar system is 
comprised of the Sun, the planets, asteroids, comets, etc. 
Notice that Latin and Greek words and dieties or gods are 
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frequently used in astronomy. Sol for solar or sun——was a 
Roman diety——and Helios—the equivalent Greek diety. 

You will be amazed as to how easy it is to understand 
these things that took years to discover——and that have 
seemed so remote—so distant—something for only the ge- 
niuses to understand. But now you—yes you—can just as 
easily——in fact more easily—understand, and prove you are a 
potential genius. 

First—let us go back to our elementary “Rivet’’ equation 
R (radius) = V (velocity) x T (time) —or R= VT. 

It was previously shown how the speed, or velocity of a 
planet reduces——as its (the planet’s) distance increases from 
the sun. But did you notice that the velocity (V) of the 
planet reduces as to the inverse (upside down) square root 
(1/,/R) of the planet’s distance (R) from the sun? 

Below we again show the Earth with its distance or Radius 
of 1 A.U. (astronimical unit) from the sun——and the other 
planets as being imaginary distances (R) from the sun equal 
to perfect square numbers—for simplicity—as was done 
before. 


“RiVeT” RE VXT 
R=VxT V=t//VR — -R=1//RxXT 
Fath 1=1x! LD=t//T = A/T x1 


4=1/2x8 W2=1/J/4 4=1//4x8 
9-1/3 x 27 1/3=1/V9 9=1//9 x27 
16=1/4x 64 1/4=1//16 16=1//16 x 64 
25=1/5x125 I/5=1/f25 25=1//25x125 
36=1/6x216 1/6=1//36 36=1//36 x 216 


In arithmetic—or algebra——both sides of any equation can 
be multiplied by the same number—without destroying their 
ratio. For example: 4= 1/2 x 8. Multiply both sides by 2 — 
2(4) = 2(1/2 x 8) or 8= 8. 

From this knowledge we can take our ‘Rivet’ equation 
from the above tables——where it was shown that R= VT is 


the same thing as R= 1/\/RT and multiply both sides of the 
equation by ./R——~— getting 


RxVR = 1//RxTxVJR 


Proof 


Ax J/4 = 1/J4x8xV4 


or 


4x/4 = 8 


or 
RVR = T 
If you are not familiar with powers—watch this 


100 x 100 = 10,000 
Also (100! = 100 to the 1 power) 100! x 100! = 10,000 


Or 100! x 100! = 100!*! = 1002 = 10,000 
Or co! x 10! = 10!*1) = 102x100! = 10,000 
Pee 102 x 102 = 10,000 
Or 102 x 102 = 102+2 = 104 = 10,000 

1002 = 10,000 
In reverse J10,000 = 10,000!/2= 199 
Or J1002 = (100!/2)? = 1002/2 = 100! = 100 
So 


4/4 = 41 x4ll2 = gltl/2 = 43/2 = Way} = g 
Then also 
RVR = R! x RI/2 = RI+1/2 _ R3/2 
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RVR = T 
then also 

R3/2 = T 
Proof 

43/2 = 3 


The above bit of mathematics was explained—in case you 
are not familiar with the procedures in powers (also called 
exponents). 

Kepler (1571-1630) discovered this relationship for all 
planets * R3/2=T. This is his immortal and famous 3rd law 
of planetary motion—which took about !! years to devel- 
op——after he had discovered his first 2 laws. 

From the above equation R3/2=T you can see——— 
without too much difficulty--—by only knowing that 
V=1//R for the planets———that Kepler’s 3rd law 
(R3/ 2s T) can easily be developed from our very elementary 
“RiVeT” code word——or the equation R = VT. 

Sometimes years of hard effort are required to develop 
what later appears to be quite simple and elementary. As the 
saying goes—‘‘It’s easy to write hard——but it’s hard to write 
easy.” From this—we can equate—‘It’s easy to do the easy 
thing—if you know the easy way to do the easy way. 

Kepler’s formula works for all the planets. Unfor- 
tunately—— none of the planets distances are at an even 
square number——so the calculations are more difficult. But 
here are the 9 planets and their distances (R) and their Time 
(T) to complete an orbit. 


R3/2 
R (also=RVR) _ T (years) R3/2/T 


Mercury .3871 24 24 l 
Venus .7233 615 615 ] 
Earth 1. 1. l. | 
Mars 1.5 1.84 1.84 | 
Jupiter 5.2 11.858 11.858 ] 
Saturn 9.5 29.28 29.28 1 
Uranus 19.2 84 84 l 
Naptune 30 164.3 164.3 ] 
Pluto 39.5 248 248 1 
AS 
R3/2 = 7 


And if R = 4, then 


43/2 = Tor8 = 8 


R3/2/T = 1 as 8/8 = | 


“ey ” 


Remember——the number will result for al] the planets 
in their orbit around the Sun in using this formula. 

?But what would happen is we figured the Moon’s orbit 
about the Earth——keeping the same units of distance (A.U.s) 
and time in years? 


distance of Earth from moon = 238,857 miles 
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changing to AUs 
238,857/93,000,000 = .00257 AU’s 
time for moon to orbit Earth = 27.33 days 
27.33/365 = .0748767 years 


R3/2/T or .002573/2/.0748767 = .00013027/.0748767 
= 1/574+ 


See——here we get only 1/574 for the moon’s orbit about 
the Earth——as compared to 1-—-—for any of the planets 
orbiting the sun. In other words——the number is 574 times 
greater for any planet orbiting the Sun——as compared to the 
moon orbiting the Earth. What this would prove in essence 
is——that if any planet were placed as close to the Sun—~as 
the moon is to the Earth-——the planets speed would be 574 
times faster than the Moon’s speed around the Earth. 

From this——we could therefore assume that the power—or 
mass—or possibly the weight of the Sun is 574 times greater 
when compared to the power of the Earth. 

Then if we compared the same formula (R3/2/T) to any 
one of Jupiter’s 12 moons——the result is almost 18 times 
greater for Jupiter’s satellite compared to Earth’s Moon. This 
means that Jupiter’s satellites——if at an equal distance from 
Jupiter would travel almost 18 times faster than the Earth’s 
moon——each at the same distance from the center of their 
respective primary (Jupiter or Earth). 

So in the equation R3/2/T = |———we can substitute M 
(= Mass) for 1 -——making it 


R3/2/7 = M 
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But here was how Newton overlooked an apparent 
insignificant incident. He took 


R3/2 = T 


and squared both sides—becoming 


R3 = T? 


Proof 
43 = 82 or 64 = 64 
As 64/64 = 1———then so does R3/T2 = 1 


(Had Newton chosen R3/2/T = 1——he would not have 
erred.) 

Either R3/2/T or R3/T2 will equal 1——just as long as the 
same units of distance (R) and time (T) are used——for any 
—or all of the planets. Furthermore—it makes no difference 
as to which is used——R3/2/T or R3/T2 as the distance (R) of 
a planet from the sun———and the time for that planet to 
orbit the sun——all answers will equal 1. But remember—and 
most important——it makes no difference which formula 
(R3/2/T =1 or R3/T2 = 1) is used as long as planets distance 
from the sun—and time of orbit are used. As long as——figura- 
tively speaking——oranges are compared to oranges. It’s a 
different story if we compare satellites (moons) to 
planets——or try to compare oranges to lemons. 

If we now used Newton’s formula——and again figure the 
Moon to Earth——using the same distance in AU from 
above—and the time in years——using Newton’s formula 
R3/T2=M 


.002573/.07487672 
169746 x 10 !3/560652 x 10°8 
= 1/330,000+ 


R3/T2 
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This would show—by Newton’s formula—that the Earth 
has only 1/330,000——or that the Sun has 330,000 times 
more mass than the Earth. 

Let’s now compare the 2 formulas—— 


from several paragraphs back 


R3/2/T = M 
square both sides 

R3/T2 = M2 
Newton’s formula 

R3/T? = M 


?See what happened? Newton’s formula for Mass was 
M——instead of M2. As a consequence——all the masses 
figured from the distance and time of a satellite to orbit the 
planet are the squares of their respective masses. For 
example—some of the approximate corrected masses are as 
follows: 


Accepted Corrected 
Sun 330,000 330,000 = 574 
Moon .012 V.012=.11 
Earth ] V1=1. 
Mars .106 V¥.106 .3257 
Jupiter 312.2 V312.2 17.67 
Saturn 93.7 V93.7 9.68 
Uranus 14.44 V14.44 3.8 
Neptune 17 V17 4.137 
Proving 

DxA=K 
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for all planets. 

We’ll now easily prove that the distance traveled in | Earth 
year———times the area covered in the same time———is equal 
for all the planets. 

Let’s utilize the Earth, and imagine planets 4 AU, 9 AU, 
and 16 AU and use our “rivet” formula again 


RiVeT 
R= Vx Tor R/VT=1 
Earth l=I1xlorl/j=l1 
Planet 4 AU 4=1/2 x 8or4/4=1 
Planet 9 AU 9=1/3 x 27 or 9/9 = 1 
Planet 16 AU 16=1/4 x 64 or 16/16= 1 
Planet Orbit Circumference Area of Orbit 
2R=C mR2=A 
Earth 2a1 = 22 ml2=17 
4 AU 274 = 81 742 = 16n 
9 AU 2n9 = 180 192 =81n 
16 AU 2016 = 320 1162 = 2560 


As the z in the equation does not change the ratios among 
the planets——we can neglect it (7). As only the Earth 
completes an orbit in 1 year———the others only a partial 
orbit——let’s see what distance——and how much area each of 
the planets cover in 1 Earth year——(neglecting 7). 

Below we will again show the Earth at a distance (R) of J 
A.U. from the Sun——and 3 more planets at imaginary 
distances (R) equal to perfect square numbers——for sim- 
plicity. 

First we’ll show the distance traveled in ] Earth year—by 
each of our planets. 


C = Circumference of orbit = 27R (neglect 7 = 2R) 
F = Fractional part of orbit traveled in | year 


T = Time to complete | orbit 
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Distance 


Traveled 
Planet R T F x C=2R = 1 Year 
Earth ] ] ! x 2 = 2 
4AU 4 8 1/8 x 8 = ] 
9 AU 9 27 1/27 x 18 = 2/3 
16AU 16 64 1/64 x 32 = 1/2 


Remember the relative distances traveled by the 4 above 
planets——2, 1, 2/3, and 1/2. 

Below we will calculate the areas covered by these 4 
planets in 1 Earth year. 


F = as above chart——fractional part of orbit each year 
A ~= area of complete orbit = nR2 (neglect 7) 


Planet F x A = Area Covered 1 Year 
Earth 1 x 1 = 1 
4 AU 1/8 Xx 16 = 2 
9 AU 1/27 x 8) = 3 
16 AU 1/64 x 256 = 4 


Let’s now summarize the distance and area covered by 
each of the above planets in 1 Earth year. 


Planet Distance 1 Year x Area 1 Year = 2 
Earth 2 x ! = 2 
4 AU 1 x 2, = 2 
9 AU 2/3 x 3 = 2 
16 AU 1/2 x 4 = 2 


'See! the distance times the area for each planet is the 
same ——or a constant. Or 


DxA =K 


Although we have never seen this in any textbook——we 
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do not claim to be the first to notice this fact (DA = K). 
Apparently—Newton, at least——was not aware of it. Other- 
wise he would not have arrived at the incorrect Mass 
formula—— 


M = R3/T? = VR 


instead of 
M2 = R3/T2 = v2R 
Let’s analyze 
DA =K 
Notice that the total area of the planet’s orbit is R2 
(neglecting 7)——but the area (A) covered by each planet in ] 
Earth year——coincidentally is /R (instead of R2). So in the 
equation 
DA = K 
Substitute /R for A, getting 


D/R = K 


If we now figure the distance traveled in 1 year—in terms 


of VR-—— 


R ets Traveled in | Year 
Earth l = 2//R = 2/1 
4 AU 4 = 2//R = 2/2 
9 AU 9 pe 2//R = 2/3 
16 AU 16 1/2 = 2//R = 2/4 


Then the distance traveled in 1 year by each planet 
becomes 2/\/R. Dividing by 2——we get 1/,\/R which is per- 
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missible——as this does not change the ratios between the 
planets, 
With our above equation 


DJ/R or /RD = K 


we can substitute | /,\/R for D, or 


VRx1//R = K 
making it become 
VR/JVR = K 
Or 
1/1 =K 


Remember—we have previously proven that 
V = I//R 
So again using the above formula 
VRx 1//R = K 
Substituting V for 1//R, it becomes 
VRxV=K 
Reversing the above equation to 
K = VVR 


K the constant can be changed to M (Mass)—~—making the 
equation 


M = VWJ/R 
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Remember——this fast formula (M=V/R) derives from 
Distance x Area = K > (DA= K) which we (you and J) know 
to be unequivocably correct. ?Will it (M=VV/R) coincide 
with Newton’s Mass formula (M = R3/T2) or the corrected 
Mass formula (M = R3/2/T)? 

Let’s examine it (DA = K to*) 

= V/R 


Go back to the Rivet formula 


In the Rivet formula V becomes 
= R/T 
From R = VT, substitute R/T for V 


= R/TxVR 
which becomes | 
= RVR/T or M = R3/2/T 
So from 2 separate and completely independent methods— 
(1) from Kepler’s 3rd law of planetary motion, (2) and from 
the D x A = K———we prove the identical equation 
M = R3/2/7 
is correct——and prove that Newton’s Mass formula is incorrect 
M = R3/T? 
Planetary Spacing Code 


Since the discovery of the Planets——and as more were 
discovered——man has been trying to figure some reason or 
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formula for the spacings—or distances of the Planets from the 
sun—and the planets from each other. It did—and still does 
seem logical that if the planets react in their velocities and 
time of orbits—with such mathematical precision——then 
their spacings——that is, their distances or radius from the 
Sun—and the distances of the planets from each other— 
should also have some mathematical significance. 

For a Jong time astronomers and mathematicians have 
searched for a mathematical clue. Then came the so-called 
“Bodes Law.” Developed by Titius about 2 centuries ago 
(1776), it was published by Bode a half dozen years 
later—and is referred to as ‘“‘Bodes Law.” 

Bode’s Law is a formula which works like this: starting 
with zero (0)——add 3——~—and then start doubling the result 
as follows: 


0+3=3, 3x2=6, 6x2=12, 12x2=24, 24x2=48, etc. 
Next add 4 to each of the above 
0+4=4, 34+4=7, 6+4=10, 12+4=16, 244+4=28, 48+4=52 
Then divide each answer by 10 
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Below is the chart—showing the known planets—and their 
distances—as compared to Bode’s Law predictions. We can 
compare these numbers with the distances of each of the 
planets from the sun in A.U.’s (Astronomical Units, one unit 
being the distance from the earth to the sun). Below is a 
chart showing this comparison. At the time Bode’s Law was 
published, only the first 6 planets—Mercury, Venus, Earth, 
Mars, Jupiter and Saturn—had been discovered. The formula 
worked for these 6 planets except that there should have 
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been a planet located at 2.8 A.U.’s, which seemed to be 
missing. 

So a search was started for a planet located at this (2.8) 
distance and also at the next distance—19.6 on the 
chart———and lo and behold———Uranus was discovered at 
19,2. The search continued fora planet at 2.8——which led to 
the discovery of an asteroid—near that distance. Since 
then—many asteroids have been discovered—near this dis- 
tance of 2.8 A.U.’s, which has come to be known as the 
asteroid belt. 

An infallible law—so it was thought. A planet was found 
near 19.6 and an asteroid near 2.8. Therefore, the hidden 
mysterious code of planetary spacings had been solved! But 
from then on—bitter disappointment. Neptune at about 30 
A.U.’s—should have been at 38.8——altho Pluto was later 
discovered at about 40 A.U.’s. Some observers still wonder if 
this is the key to the origin to the solar system or merely a 
coincidence. 

Below is shown the approximate distances and Bode’s 
predictions . 


Approximate 
Distance (R) Bode’s 
from Sun in A.U.’s Number 
Mercury 39 4 
Venus .72 7 
_Earth 1. 1. 
Mars 1.5 1.6 
Asteroids 2.82 — 2.8 
Jupiter 5.2 Sz 
Saturn 9.5 10. 
Uranus 19.2 19.6 
Neptune 30.0 38.8 
Pluto 40.0 77.2 


The consensus among astronomers and other authorities is 
that the radius from the sun, elongations and inclinations of 
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the planets, comets, and asteroids are strictly accidental— 
possibly due to the “Big Bang” theory. This is a theory that a 
large explosion occurred, hurling the planets, comets, aster- 
oids, etc. in a helter-skelter manner—and from there the laws 
of gravity took over and they settled at random in the solar 
system. 

Of course——by having had the disadvantages of grossly 
incorrect masses of these bodies—it was virtually impossible 
to make neither rhyme nor reason as to any mathematical 
order within the system. 

For the masses of Mercury and Venus—the square roots of 
their accepted values were taken. These may or may not be 
correct—as their masses were derived in different manners. 
More research is probably necessary. 

Below we have made some charts showing the (1) relative 
forces of each planet to the sun———(2) the relative forces of 
each individual planet—to the combined total forces of all the 
other planets—by using their average distances from the 
sun————(3) and the ratio of (1) and (2). All these 
calculations were made on the corrected formula for 
force——or 


F2 = MM/R2 (or F = VMM/R) ——- 
instead of Newton’s incorrect formula—— 


F = MM/R2——— 


and with the corrected masses. 

The same type calculations were also made with Newton’s 
masses and forces--—but space was not wasted in publishing 
them herein——as they are quite erratic. 

However——a summary comparison is shown below be- 
tween the corrected ratios and those of Newton’s. You will 
notice a somewhat uniform and systematic declining ratio in 
our ratios———and as was stated——you will see a frustrating, 
unordered relationship in Newton’s calculations. 
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COMPARATIVE FORCES BETWEEN SIR & NEWION 
Sun vs Planets and Planets vs Other Planets — Table of Ratios 


SIR Newton’s Masses 
Sun = Planet = Ratio Sun = Planet = Ratio 
Mercury 29 .97773/3.02437 9.91206 121,124/1.37280 88,23] 
Venus . 31.43064/6.87020 4.57492 514,715/25.25698 20,379 
’ Earth 23.96351/6.85833 3.49407 330,000/30.68926 10,752 
Mars 8.97552/2.99133 3.00051 15,635/3.31399 4,718 
Jupiter 19,.36117/6.95031 2.78566 3,901 ,123/1687.55 2.312 
Saturn 7.81617/5.07172 1.54113 344,548/1636.91966 211 
Uranus 2.43527/1.93060 1.26141 13,005/40.77967 319 
Neptune 1.62157/1.29458 1.25259 6,356/151.3227 420 
Pluto .19175/ .19443 98621 21/.05480 386. 


Total 125.77333 A.F.U. 5,246,525 


Notice that on Newton’s masses—it shows Jupiter to have 
about 3/4 (3,901,123/5,246,525) of the total force to the 
sun whereas it reduces to about 15% (19,36117/125.77333) 
on the corrected masses. 

The first column on the left is the force of the Planet to 
the Sun. For example: 29.97773 at the top left under the Sir 
column——is the force (A.F.U.—Astronomical Force Units) 
between the Sun and Mercury at their average distances from 
the sun. 3.02437 is the combined forces of all the other 
planets to Mercury———whereas the ratio is 
29.97773 + 3.02437 = 9.91206 meaning the Sun has almost 
10 times more force—in astronomical force units (AFU)—— 
on Mercury—than all the other planets combined have on 
Mercury. 

These calculations are all based on all the planets being at 
average distances from the Sun. It also assumes that all the 
planets are on one side of the sun——and that they are all in 
alignment with the sun. This of course would be a very rare 
occasion. The actual calculations for each planet are shown 
ahead. 

Examining the above summary of the Sir force calculations 
of the sun———vs——a planet————— and the same planet—— 
vs——the combined forces of all the remaining planets—-——— 
shows somewhat of a uniform declining values of the 
tatios——--from the most inner planet, Mercury———to the 
most outer planet, Pluto. 

Mercury’s ratio is somewhat out of proportion—being 
9.9+———whereas Venus drops to 4.57+. The Mass of 
Mercury has no bearing on its ratio of its force to the 
Sun——and its (Mercury’s) force to the remaining planets. If 
Mercury’s Mass were increased to 100——for example——the 
ratio would remain the same. The ratio is a result of the 
particular planet’s distance from the Sun—and the mass and 
distance of the remaining planets. 

If another planet of about Mass 1 were between Mercury 
and the sun——then Mercury’s ratio would drop to about 5.4. 
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Below is also a chart showing the minimum, average, and 
maximum force of the sun on the various planets. These 
changes naturally occur as the planet’s distance from the sun 
varies. The sun’s force on the planet is naturally more—when 
the planet is closer to the Sun. 


Showing the Varying Forces of 
the Sun on the Planets 


The Sun’s A.F.U. (astronimical force units) vary as 
follows—on the Planets 


Maximum 
at 
Minimum Average Perihelion 
Mercury 24.9 30 37.7 
Venus 31.2] 31.43 31.64 
Earth 23. 23.96 24.37 
Mars 8.2] 8.98 9.9 
Jupiter 18.47 19.36 20.34 
Saturn 744 7.82 8.23 
Uranus 2.33 2.44 2.55 
Neptune 1.61 1.62 1.64 
Pluto 15 19 26 


You will notice that those planets with greater elliptical 
orbits—naturally show more variations. Calculations for the 
forces could be made for any particular day—or period——or 
for each and every day of the year—for that matter. 

You will find that the rhythm of the sunspot cycles 
coordinates with these forces. This is an exciting and more 
comprehensive topic than can be covered within the scope of 
this book. A publication on this topic is now in the making. 
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Ahead are the calculations of each planet—~—to the 
sun—and all the other planets——using our corrected force 
formula 


F = /MM/R 


We are assuming Mercury’s and Venus’ Masses to be the sq 
root of their accepted established masses. More research may 
be needed for further determination of their Masses. Pluto’s 
Mass is unknown—and was guestimated at .1. 


MERCURY 
Mercury to Mass = .2345 =4/.055 


A.F.U. Newton 
Sun F = 574.25 x .2345/.3871 2997773 121.124 


Venus V.9 x .2345/.3362 1.36645 0.39706 
Earth V1 x .2345/.6129 .79010 14641 


Mars JV .325 x .2345/1.1366 .24315 .00468 
Jupiter 17.67 x .2345/4.8157  .42270 .73892 
Satun /9.68x .2345/9.1517  .16463 06238 
Uranus J/3.8 x .2345/18.7949 .05023 00226 
Neptune /4.137 x .2345/29.6706 .03320 00109 
Pluto V1 x .2345/39.1306 00391 00000359 


Total forces to remaining planets 3.02437 1.37280 


Ratio of force on Mercury vs Sun 
and Mercury vs remaining planets 


Sir Forces 29.97773/3.02437 
Newton’s Forces 121,124/1.3728 


9.912058 
88,231 
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VENUS 


Venus to Mass = .9 
A.F.U. Newton 
Sun F= 574.25 x .9/.7233 31.43064 514,715 


Mercury /.2345 x .9/.3362 1.36645 .39706 
Earth VI x .9/.2767 3.42856  10.65790 
Mars V 3257 x .9/.8004 .67643 .14011 
Jupiter 17.67 x .9/4.4795 89025 =13.01311 
Satun J/9.68 x .9/8.8155 33482 9TS2 
Uranus V3.8 x .9/18.4587 .10019 .03473 
Neptune /4.137 x .9/29.3344 06577 .01650 
Pluto V.1 x .9/38.7944 .00773 .00005 


6.87020  25.25698 


Sir Forces 31.43064/6.87020 
Newton’s Forces 514,715/25.25198 


4.57492 
20,379 
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EARTH 


Earth to Mass=1 


A.F.U. Newton 
Sun F = 574.25 x 1/1 23.96351 330.000 
Mercury /.2345 x 1/.6129 .79009 .14641 
Venus V.9 x 1/.2767 3.42856  10.65790 
Mars V.3257 x 1/.5237 1.08974 .40107 
Jupiter 17.67 x 1/4.2028 1.00018 18.11642 
Satun /9.68 x 1/8.5388 36436 1.30295 
Uranus J/3.8 x 1/18.1820 10721 04385 
Neptune J/4.137 x 1/29.0577 06999 .02060 
Pluto V.1 x 1/38.5177 .00820 .00006 
6.85833  30.68926 
Sir Forces 23.96351/6.85833 = 3.49407 
Newton’s Forces 330,000/30.68926 = 10,752 
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MARS 


Mars to Mass = ,3257 


A.F.U. Newton 
Sun F = 574.25 x .3257/1.5237 897552 15,635.35 
Mercury +/.2345 x .3257/1.1366 24315 .00468 
Venus V9 x .3257/.8004 67643 .14010 
Earth V1 x .3257/.5237 1.08974 .40107 
Jupiter +/17.67 x .3257/3.6791 .65205 2.60051 
Saturn /9.68 x .3257/8.0151 22153 .16266 
Uranus </3.8 x .3257/17.6583 .06300 .00255 
Neptune 4.137 x.3257/28.5340 04068 .00235 
Pluto V.1 x .3257/37.9940 00475 .00007 
2.99133 3.31399 
Sir Forces 8.97552/2.99133 = 3.0005) 
Newton’s Forces 15,635.35/3.31399 = 4,718 
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JUPITER 


Jupter to Mass = 17.67 


A.F.U. Newton 
Sun F = /574.25 x 17.67/5.2028 19.36117 3,901,123 
Mercury 1/2345 x 17.67/4.8157 42270 75891 
Venus V.9 x 17.67/4.4795 .89025 13.01310 
Earth VI x 17.67/4.2028 1.00018 18.11642 
Mars V.3257 x 17.67/3.6791 .65205 2.52959 
Saturn /9.68 x 17.67/4.3360 3.01624 1620.34830 
Uranus V3.8 x 17.67/13.9792 58617 23.74397 
Neptune ./4.137 x 17.67/24.8549 .34399 9.01312 
Pluto V1 x 17.67/34.3149 .03873 .02717 
6.95031 1687.55058 
Sir Forces 19.36117/6.95031 = 2.78566 
Newton’s Forces 3,901,123/1,687.55 = 2,312 
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SATURN 


Saturn to Mass = 9.68 


A.F.U. Newton 
Sun F = V574.25 x 9.68/9.5388 7.81617  344,548.258 
Mercury V/.2345 x 9.68/9.1517 .16463 .06239 
Venus V.9 x 9.68/8.8155 33482 .99752 
Earth V1 x 9.68/8.5388 .36436 1.30296 
Mars V.3257 x 9.68/8.0151 .22153 .16267 
Jupter J17.67 x 9.68/4.3360 3.01624 1616.94421 
Uranus V3.8 x 9.68/9.6432 .62893 14.81321 
Neptune 4.137 x 9.68/20.5189 .30840 3.92613 
Pluto V.L x 9.68/29.9789 .03281 01057 

5.07172 1636.91966 

Sir Forces 7.81617/5.07172 = 1.54113 


Newton’s Forces 344,548/1636.9 = 211 


SO 


URANUS 


Uranus to Mass = 3.8 


Sun F = 574.25 x 3.8/19.1820 2.43527 


Mercury /.2345 x 3.8/18.7949 
Venus V.9 x 3.8/18.4587 
Earth V1 x 3.8/18.1820 
Mars V 3257 x 3.8/17.6583 
Jupter /17.67 x 3.8/13.9792 
Satum 9.68 x 3.8/9.6432 
Neptune /4.137 x 3.8/10.8757 
Pluto V1 x 3.8/20.3357 


Sir Forces 2.43527/1.93060 
Newton’s Forces 13,004.5/40.8 
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A.F.U. Newton 
13,004.515 

.05023 .00226 
.10019 .03472 
.10721 04385 
.06300 00511 
58617 23.74397 
62893 §=14.8132] 
36456 2.13305 
.03031 .00350 
1.93060 40.77967 

= 1.2614] 

= 319 


NEPTUNE 
Neptune to Mass = 4.137 
A.F.U. Newton 
Sun F = 574.25 x 4.137/30.0577 1.62157 6,355.5288 


Mercury /.2345 x 4.137/29.6706 .03320 00108 


Venus ¥V.9 x 4.137/29.3344 06577 .01650 
Earth V1 x 4.137/29.0577 .06999 .02060 


Mars V 3257 x 4.137/28.5340  .04068 .00235 
Jupter J17.67 x 4.137/24.8549  .34399 = =9.01312 
Satun 9.68 x 4.137/20.5189 30840 = 3.92613 


Uranus V3.8 x 4.137/10.8757 36456 =2.13305 
Pluto V.1 x 4.137/9.4600 .06799 01944 


1.29458 = 15.13227 


Sir Forces 1.62157/1.29458 = 1.25259 
Newton’s Forces 6,355.5/15.13227 = 420 
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PLUTO 


Pluto to Mass = .1? 
Sun F = 574.25 x .1/39.5177 


Mercury J/.2345 x .1/39.1306 
Venus V/.9 x .1/38.7944 
Earth V1 x .1/38.5177 
Mars 3257 x 1/37.9940 
Jupiter /17.67 x .1/34.3149 
Saturn /9.68 x .1/29.9789 
Uranus VJ/3.8 x .1/20.3357 
Neptune 4.137 x .1/9.4600 


Sir Force .19175/.19443 
Newton’s Forces 21.13/.0548 
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A.F.U. 


.19175 


.00391 
.00773 
.00820 
.00475 


.03873 
.03281 
.03031 


.06799 


19443 


98621 
386 


Newton 
21.13151 


.000003 
.00005 
.00006 
.00001 
.02717 
.00457 
.00350 
01944 


.05480 


These calculations are all based on all the planets being at 
average distances from the Sun. 


Tides 

In now using Newton’s masses and Force formula we can 
see what relative effect—that each the Moon and the Sun 
have on the Earth’s ocean tides. In the Force formula the 
Earth’s Mass can be ignored—~as it will not affect the results. 
Fm = Force of Moon; Mm = Mass of Moon; R = distance 

Force by Moon (average) 

Fm = Mm/R2 = .012/238,8572 0.212 x 10712 


Force by Sun (average) 


Fs = Ms/R2 = 330,000/93,000,000° = 38.155 x 10°!2 


Total relative power = 38.363 x 10°7!2 
Moon’s % of Force = 212/38.363 = 0.5% 
Sun’s % of Force = 38.155/38.363 = 99 5% 

Total 100.0% 


Because it has been known for centuries that the Moon is 
dominant in the ocean’s tides——it is quickly apparent that 
Newton’s law would not work here. So someone—possibly 
Newton—experimented and discovered that by cubing the 
distance in the equation——the results came much closer: 


Force by Moon (average) 
Fm = Mm/R> = .012/240,0003 = 868 x 1018 
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Force by Sun (average) 


Fs = Ms/R? = 330,000/93,000,0003 = 410 x 10718 
Total relative power = 1.278 x 10°18 
Moon’s % of Force = .868/1.278 = 67.9% 
Sun’s % of Force = .410/1.278 = 32.1% 
Total 100.0% 


Most places in the world have semi-diurnal——or twice a 
day tides. The main exception—in general is the Gulf of 
Mexico—where diurnal—or once a day tides are frequent. 
Exceptionally high tides——sometimes exceeding 30 feet—— 
often occur at Anchorage, Alaska—and New Brunswick, 
Canada. Because of unusual harbor conditions, the ocean 
bottom surrounding the harbor, the “funneling” effect—as 
filling a funnel with water—so as a consequence it pours 
rapidly out of the spout. This same phenomenon occurs in 
the harbors where a large area of the incoming tide is 
somewhat captured and funneled into a comparatively small 
area. These vast areas of incoming waters are concentrated 
and focused into one small area——building up tremendous 
forces that quickly act with maddening frenzy in rushing into 
and building up into jet action on entering the “‘spout of the 
funnel” of the harbor. 

It is relatively easy to estimate the respective forces of the 
Moon and Sun on the tides——which can quite—accurately 
and easily done from a tide book. First—find a harbor that 
has normal semi-diurnal tides. Los Angeles, California harbor 
is as good as any for making this test. 

You must have a basic understanding of how the tides 
work. In general—the high tide follows the moon—sometimes 
ahead—and sometimes in back of the moon. Not too many 
people are aware of this——but there normally are 4 different 
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tides in a little over one day—or in about 25%+ hours. There 
are 2 high tides—one higher than the other———and 2 low 
tides——also one higher than the other. 

The 4 different tides—in general—follow in this order in 
coming into a harbor: 


1. Highest high tide or Hi-Hi for short 
2. Lowest low tide or Lo-Lo for short 
3. Lowest high tide or Lo-Hi for short 
4. Highest low tide or Hi-Lo for short 
The lo-lo follows—or is behind the Hi-Hi———and the hi-lo 


is in front of the hi-hi. 

We have a book in the making——about Tides——that 
makes it all clear and easy to understand——plus it explodes 
some of the existing myths regarding tides. 

By understanding the existance of the 4 tides——you 
can—from a tide book take the highest high tide—or 
hi-hi-and at the highest peak—during either full or new 
moon—~—and take the average from several similar tides. 

Do the same thing again—getting the averages of the 
highest high or hi-hi tide during either the Ist or 3rd quarter 
moon phases. The hi-hi tides during these periods are lower 
than the hi-hi’s during New or Full Moon. In other 
words—you are comparing the hi-hi tides of New and Full 
moon——against the hi-hi’s of the quarter phases———or 
you’re comparing oranges to oranges, figuratively. 

In Los Angeles harbor the average for the highest high tide 
during New or Full Moon is 6.4 ft.——and the hi-hi for 
quarter phases is about 4.4. 

In checking the respective forces exerted by the Moon and 
Sun——here is a very simple and elementary method———— 
but first let’s make a practical example: 

Supposing you——who we’ll call “M’’ can pull 200 
lbs.—-—and another person we’ll refer to as ‘“‘S” can only 
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pull 100 tbs. It is obvious then——that together you can both 
pull 300 Ibs. Or setting this in an equation: 


M+t+sS 300 


200 + 100 = 300 


But supposing S pulls against you——or in the opposite 
direction. Then you would be able to pull a net of 100 
lbs.-—and the equation becomes 


M-— S = 100 


200 — 100 = 100 


This same phenomenon occurs with the Moon and Sun. 
Excepting that presumably the Sun pulls against the Moon 
when they are 90° —or perpendicular to one another—— 
instead of at 1 80°—or opposite one another. 


C) O 


Earth Moon 





Sun 


This will be discussed quite comprehensively in our 
previously mentioned forthcoming book on the tides. Re- 
member—it was stated that some existing myths would be 
exploded. And you can believe it. 

Previously —we calculated the Moon’s and Sun’s respective 
forces on the tides with Newton’s Mickey Moused formula 
——showing the Moon to have 67.9% and the Sun to have 
32.1% 


$7 


As in the example—above—showing 2 people pulling 
together—or against each other——we can do the same here 
with the Sun and Moon. Remember—we showed the L.A. 
harbor’s average highest high tides at 6.4 for New and Full 
Moon phases—and for quarter Moon’s. 

For Full or New Moon—by Newton’s forces: 


M+S = 6.4 ft. actual tide 


67.9% + 32.1% = 100% 100%x6.4 = 6.4 


During Quarter phases 


M —S=4.4 ft. actual tide 


67.9 — 32.1% = 35.8% 35.8x64 = 2.29 calculated 


Notice the difference between 4.4 feet actual high tide 
against 2,29 calculated. 

This makes an error of 4.4/2.29 = 192% 

The tides can be also figured by using the actual distance 
of the Moon and Sun from the Earth and using Newton’s 
Force Formula. We have experimented with this method—— 
sometimes the error greately exceeds the above error of 
192%——and rarely it is reasonably close——depending on the 
distances of the Moon and Sun——and shows very incon- 
sistent and erratic behavior. We had intended to show much 
more on this subject——but then decided it would be 
superfluous to multiprove something that is so dead wrong. 

Had the power of the distance been changed from R2 to 
about R>:!-__ instead of R2——it would be much closer. 

?Is it any wonder than dozens of variables had to be used 
to continue to use Newton’s laws. 

If a universal! formula is a universal formula——then it 
should work universally. Not correct on some certain 
occasions——and erroneous on others. 
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Without any Mickey Mousing—let’s use the Snyder formu- 
las for Mass and Force—and see what happens 


Force by Moon (average) 
Fm = J/Mm/R = V.11/240,000 = 1.3819 x 10°6 


Force by Sun (average) 


Fs = /Ms/R = V574.25/93,000,000 = 2577 x 10° 
1.6396 x 10° 

Moon’s % of Force = 1.3819/1.6396 = 84.3% 
Sun’s % of Force = .2577/1.6396 = 15.7% 
eee 100.0% 


For Full or New Moon 


M+S 6.4 ft. actual tide 


84.3% + 15.7% = 100% 100% x 6.4 = 6.4 


During quarter phases 


M—S = 4.4 actual 


84.3% — 15.7% = 68.6% 68.6% x 6.4 = 4.39 calculated 


In consistently using our formulas on the tides—for any 
day—-—they will usually be within about 5% correct——and 
correct——and sometimes exact——using no variables whatso- 
ever. Not even considering the Moon’s latitude. An average 
for the harbor must first be established—and after that—it’s 
easy. This is also further discussed on our previously 
mentioned forthcoming book on the tides. 
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If you wish to figure the tides daily——find the highest 
high tide when the Moon and Sun are at their average 
distances———then—the Moon’s and Sun’s forces will vary—as 
to their increased or decreased distances. 


Minimum forces 


Fm = J/Mm/R = V/-11/252,710 = 1.312421 x 10° 
Fs = /Ms/R = J574:25/94,450,000 = 253716 x 10° 
1.566137 


Maximum forces 
Fm = J/Mm/R = /11/221,463 = 1.497596 x 10° 


Fs = J/Ms/R = /574.25/91,330,000 = .262384 x 106 


1.759980 

The moon itself can have 
Moon's maximum force = 1.497596 
Sun’s minimum force = 253716 
].751312 


Moon’s maximum % of total = 1.497596/1.751312 = 85.5% 


Moon’s minimum force = 1.31242) 
Sun’s maximum force = .262384 
1.574805 


Moon’s minimum % of total = 1.312421/1.574805 = 83.3% 
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This means that the Moon’s percentage of the total force 
can range from 83.3 to 85.5%——with the average at 84.3% 


Spaceflight to the Moon 


?What happened on the Apollo space flights to the Moon? 
?At what distance from the Moon is the point of equal 
gravitational pull between the Earth and Moon? 

As the Earth’s Mass is supposed to be about 8] times (1 to 
0.12) greater than the Moon’s—-scientists in the past— 
concluded that the distance of equal gravitational pull to be 
about 1/81 of 240,000 miles (approximate distance—Earth to 
Moon) or about 3000 miles from the Moon’s center. In fact 
the epicenter——or the point at which the Moon and Earth 
presumably balance themselves————is presumed to be the 
reverse of the equal gravitational point——or about 3000 
miles from the Earth’s center. Many astronomy or physics 
textbooks will verify this. 

However, after the experience of sending spacecraft to the 
moon—it was found that the spacecraft would stop deceler- 
ating (slowing down) due to the Earth’s gravitational pull 
——~and start accelerating (increasing speed) at approxi- 
mately | /4 of the distance from the moon toward Earth. 


3/4 1/4 
Earth Moon 


Of course——this in no way concurred with Newton’s laws 
of gravitation. Something had to be done. Logical or 
otherwise ————something had to be done. 

As the old saying goes——2 x 2 can be made to equal | 
million—or much more—or much less——if we only apply the 
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proper variables. Or another saying——figures don’t lie——but 
liars can figure. 

We do not imply that liars did any figuring here. This is 
not so. But because we are just little mortal human beings 
in this vast universe———and if the results of a test do not 
verify the ‘‘facts of an infallible law’’—~such as Newton’s 
laws————-—then it is not only possible——it is almost 
certain—figuratively speaking——if the pieces of the jigsaw 
puzzle do not fall readily and perfectly into place————for 
us to hedge a little here and there--—and reshape the pieces 
of our jigsaw puzzle to ‘‘fit.’’ And if this doesn’t work——we 
can easily redesign and make new pieces to fill in the voids. 
But then comes the day of reckoning——when pieces of the 
jigsaw puzzle are left over———and when the puzzle becomes 
a nightmare. 

Regardless of how illogical or erratic the problem becomes 
——we can cut new pieces——or literally add all types of 
variables to the problem to make the answer equal the 
result———especially when we already have the result. 

An astronomy textbook states that hundreds of pages of 
complicated mathematics are required——to “‘prove”’ why the 
same side of the Moon constantly faces the Earth. We wonder 
and marvel how 1 can be made to equal 9——or vice versa 
(the moon is 9 times heavier than presently believed). With 
the proper “variables” and real complicated mathematics it 
can also be proven that the Moon is made of green or red 
cheese. In our forthcoming book on Planetary Spacings—— 
the reason for the Moon’s axis spinning will be explained in a 
very simple and elementary manner. You'll be amazed. 

Even though it had been quite conclusively proven since 
and shortly after Columbus’ notable 1492 voyage——that the 
Earth was round——and Bruno, Galileo, Copermicus and 
others tried to influence the public that the Earth was nor 
the center of the universe——it was only last century that 
certain segments of society publicly condemned Copernicus 
and others. There was always a plausible scientific theory to 
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support and validate their incorrect, illogical, impossible, or 
bigoted theories. 

They even refused to look into Galileo’s telescope to verify 
the fact that Jupiter had satellites orbiting it. Some did 
look~—but with tightly closed eyes. They saw what they 
wished———nothing. They saw what they wanted——— 
nothing. Nothing but the “truth’—~-that is——“their 
truth.” 

Because of this obstinacy of the ignorant to accept. 
changes——we are attempting to use as many proofs as 
possible——that Newton’s laws are full of flaws. 

However———we do not believe that any of our readers can 
fit into the above category. If you were into this category —— 
you would not now be reading this book. So it’s not 
you. ——it’s the other guy——the non-reader that will start the 
commotion. Therefore——we must strengthen and prepare 
you to weather the onslaught of criticism that you will 
receive. You must be prepared to fight back fire with 
fire——or bare knuckles with bare knuckles. 

A spacecraft enroute to the moon——because it is going in 
the opposite direction to the Earth’s constant gravitational 
pull———or you might say—anti gravity -————which would be 
similar to friction on Earth———will cause the spacecraft to 
gradually slow down. The spacecraft will finally reach its 
minimum velocity just as it is about to enter the Earth-Moon 
gravisphere—or the point where the forces between the Earth 
and Moon become equal. 

From this point onward——the spacecraft will be within 
the Moon’s gravitational field——and will begin to accel- 
erate—or gain speed———because it starts inward—toward the 
moon’s gravitational “‘pull.””’ Whereas previously ——the space- 
craft had been resisting the Earth’s constant gravitational 
“‘drag”’———from about 3/4 of the distance to the Moon. 

In essence———here is what was done by NASA (National 
Aeronautic and Space Administration) and others connected 
with spaceflight——to ‘“‘prove’’ why a spacecraft stops decel- 
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erating (slowing down)———and then begins to accelerate 
(gain speed)——at a certain distance between the Earth and 
Moon. 

Ahead is an actual reproduction of a bulletin regarding the 
Apollo 16 spaceflight——received from NASA, at Johnson 
Space Center, Houston, Texas. On their page 145 (our page 

) they show “Figure. II-5.—Gravitational influences on 
lunar trajectories.” 

We will occasionally refer to this page as “Fig II-5.” If 
you now refer to this said page of NASA’s—observe the 
following list of items shown below——but do not waste your 

‘time trying to memorize or remember them——as they are all 
figments of the imagination. 
From NASA’s Fig IJ-5, page ahead 


Distance (Miles) 
Earth-Sun gravisphere 160,000 
Earth-Sun gravisphere to Moon 80,000 
Total distance—Earth to Moon 240,000 
Earth/Moon gravisphere 15,000 
Moon’s “Sphere of Influence” 36,000 
Earth’s ‘‘Sphere of Influence” 480,000 


Notice that this (480,000) is just double the distance to the 
Moon. 

This is a classic and brilliant example of ‘‘Mickey Mousing” 
facts——so as to tenaciously hold on to incorrect and false 
equations. Whoever thought of this method really deserves a 
medal——for proving conclusively that yes means no——and 
that positive means negative. We hereby give first prize to the 
“Champion Mickey Mouser’——to whoever had the genius to 
do this. Sincerely——it took real talent and ingenuity——when 
having had the wrong tools. 

Before we show the corrections——it may be worthwhile to 
show how they (NASA?) may have arrived at the above 
distances. 
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By using Newton’s incorrect force formula 


F = Mm/R2 
F = Force 
M = Mass of | body or object 
m = Mass of 2nd body or object 


If the equation were correct—the distances at which equal 
forces——(also called equal gravity, or equal gravisphere) 
)——can be determined between any 2 planetary (etc.) bodies. 
As there is no Mass or body at the point of equal 
gravity——the Force formula can be used by eliminating one 
of the masses (M) in the equation——changing it from—— 


F = Mm/R2 to F = M/R2 
and then use the equation separately——once for the Moon 
—~—and once for the Earth-——experimenting with different 


distances——until their (Moon and Earth) respective forces 
become exactly equal. 


Force by Moon at 24,000 miles 
Fm = Mm/R* = .012/24,0002 = 20.8 x 10°12 
Force by Earth at (240,000 — 24,000) = 216,000 
Fe = Me/R = 1/216,0002 = 21.4x 10712 
Although the results- --20.8 and 21.4——are not exactly 


equal——~—by reducing the Moon’s distance of 24,000 about 
300 miles~and increasing the Earth’s 216,000 the same 


amount———the two forces will become very close to equal. 
Fm = Mm/R2 = .012/23,7002 = 21.36 
Fe = Me/R2 = 1/216,3002 = 21.37 
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This may have been somewhat superfluous——figuring this 
again——but it will give you an idea how you could eventually 
get the exact distance of equal forces. However, exactness is 
not important here——as we are only using an approximated 
distance to the Moon anyway. So 24,000 miles from the 
Moon is plenty close——~—especially as it is wrong anyway—— 
because Newton’s formulas are wrong. 

What we’re in reality doing right now is to show you how 
theories, concepts, laws, equations, or whatever can be 
“Mickey Moused.”’ Usually not deliberately or consciously 
——but only by necessity. As these errors will become 
history——you can avoid the pitfalls of future Mickey 
Mousing and become cautiously analytical. 

Something that wasn’t Mickey Moused on Fig II-5 is the 
Earth Sun gravisphere-—shown at 160,000——-—figured as 
follows: (but it is still wrong) 


Force of Sun at 93,000,000 (Ms = Mass of Sun) 
Fs = Ms/R2 = 330,000/93,000,000 = 39 x 10°12 
Force of Earth at 160,000 


Fe- 


Il 


Me/R2 = 1/160,0002 = 39 x 10°!2 


Unfortunately, however it all doesn’t mean a thing again 
because of incorrect equations. You will later see the 
Earth-Sun gravisphere extends beyond 3 million miles from 
the Earth. 

What NASA (or whoever?) apparently did here was to 
“create” or ingeniously manufacture 2 entirely new pieces 
for the already battered and splattered jigsaw puzzle that is 
constantly becoming more and more puzzling—and confus- 
ing—-—-—in a losing battle to prove that Newton’s formulas are 
infallible. 

These 2 new pieces for the puzzling jigsaw puzzle that 
“they” (not you or 1) created are: 
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(1) An “Earth’s Sphere of Influence”—-—at 480,000 
miles———no doubt “scientifically” derived by doubling the 
distance to the Moon——or 2 x 240,000 = 480,000. See Fig 
II-5. 

(2) Then the ‘‘Moon’s Sphere of Influence” created as 
follows———we think. The above Earth/Moon gravisphere —— 
or point where the forces between the Earth and Moon 
become equal———according to Newton’s formulas—not ours 
——-—was calculated at 24,000. This distance then——could be 
Mickey Moused down to 15,000 (see Fig II-5 again) so that 
the “Moon’s Sphere of Influence”? could be scientifically 
Mickey Moused to about half way (36,000) between the 
Moon and their Earth-Sun gravisphere—which is shown at 
80,000 from the sun (240,000 — 160,000 = 80,000). 

When perturbations (gravitational disturbances) between 
planets did not conform to the mathematics——Einstein’s 
theory of relativity could always ‘‘explain” why perturba- 
tions didn’t conform. In fact Einstein’s theory could ‘‘solve” 
any unexplained phenomena———?as who would dare ques- 
tion Einstein or his disciples? 

Then when the spacecrafts to the Moon did not react as 
the “infallible” mathematics determined———look what 
ingenious man did——as evidenced by NASA’s Fig II-5 ahead. 
One with a real imaginative imagination could have even 
proven that the spacecraft accelerated prematurely—— 
because of Einstein’s theory. 

The sun’s gravisphere is shown only 160,000 miles from 
the Earth. If this were true—it only takes a wee bit of 
reasoning to realize that when the moon is outside of the 
Earth’s gravisphere—the Sun would immediately pull it 
(moon) out of the Earth’s gravitational influence. ?Right? 

When the first spacecraft enroute to the Moon unex- 
pectedly and surprisingly began to accelerate——or increase 
its velocity toward the Moon—~at about 3/4 of the complete 
distance——instead of only 3,000 or 24,000 miles from the 
Moon——~as previously mentioned——depending on how you 
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use your mathematics——and in defiance of Newton’s 
formulas—————— this became a desperate situation. 

As is mentioned elsewhere———when Newton’s equations 
were about 20,000% incorrect for figuring the oceans’ 
tides———it was a simple procedure to take an erasure—— 
erase the 2 from R2_—and then just as simple to take a 
pencil and replace the 2 with a 3——making R3 in the Force 
equation (F = Mm/R2 to R3). Even this is often 150% or 
more wrong———but it’s a lot closer than 20,000% wrong. 

And a most amazing thing is that Mickey Mouse theories as 
to why this change (from R2 to R3) was permissible——— 
only for the ocean tides——not for any other phases of Force 
laws———will become a quirk in history——as to how this was 
perpetuated: and gullibly accepted by a collection of the 
greatest scientists the world has ever known——especially in 
this sophisticated space age. 

This would be sae to reasoning that 32x 32 is 
sometimes equal to 3” x 3 3____when it suits our fancy. 

You would be most surprised to hear some of the illogical 
reasons——some of the verbal and written attacks against 
us—by learned astronomers, physicists, mathematicians, etc. 
that we received as a result of flyers, or advertisements, we 
sent throughout the world———in making the announcement 
that Newton’s laws are full of flaws. 

Of course——from the experience, knowledge, and precise 
records acquired from previous spaceflights—enabled NASA 
to formulate the many variables to make very close calcu- 
lations to actuality. Also—and similarly—from long kept 
records of the ocean tides——very accurate predictions can be 
made——despite their use of the present incorrect Newton’s 
Mass and Force formulas. With the right “‘variables’”——2 x 2 
can be made to equal a million. So——also with the right 
variable—to the wrong formulas——correct tide predictions 
can be calculated. 
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What is most amazing about the spaceflights is that it has 
been so successful——despite the terrible—terrible handicap of 
these incorrect formulas. And to think that not one death 
occurred to an astronaut while in flight. History will long 
remember this. 


Many of today’s scientists deserve: untold credit and 
recognition——for having done the impossible——under 
impossible conditions. 


If you cannot visualize this——then it takes only a 
teeny-weeny-weeny bit of logic to realize that after the 
spacecraft left the Earth’s gravisphere——and entered the 
Sun’s gravisphere-—two quite different phenomena could 
occur——if——and only if——the Sun’s gravisphere actually did 
extend to but 160,000 miles from Earth: 


(1) If the Moon were at its New Moon phase——that is—if 
the Moon were between the Sun and Earth—~—and the 
spacecraft were heading in the general direction of the Moon 
and the Sun———then the Sun’s gravitational force would 
begin to pull forward on the spacecraft at about 160,000 
miles———causing it to accelerate or speed up. toward the 


sun——— 
Earth 
PN oe a 
sun 


Spacecraft o 
Moon ~ 


69 


(2) If the Moon were at Full Moon phase——or on the 
opposite side of the Earth from the Sun——and the spacecraft 
heading in the general direction of the Moon—but in the 
opposite direction from the Sun————then quite obviously 
the reverse thing would happen———Sun would start pulling 
in the opposite direction of the spacecraft’s direction of 
motion thereby having a reverse—or negative effect on the 
spacecraft———causing it to decelerate or slow down——— 
thereby hindering its progress toward the Moon. 


Moon 
oO 


‘ 


Spacecraft 


Faeih 


When what if the spacecraft’s direction at 90° from the 
Sun? 

And finally——after the spacecraft got into the Sun’s 
gravisphere at 160,000 miles——and it missed the so called 
Moon’s Sphere of Influence——it——(the spacecraft) would 
now be under the Sun’s influence——and be pulled toward 
the sun. That is—~if the spacecraft were between the Earth 
and Sun. But if the spacecraft were heading away from Earth 
in the opposite direction of the Sun——with the Earth 
between the spacecraft and Sun——the spacecraft would be 
pulled back into the Earth’s gravity——by the sun. !How 
ridiculous! 

Let’s examine both the Sun’s and Earth’s forces toward 
the Moon. 





F (sun on moon) = 330,000 x .012/93,000,0002 = .4578 
x 10°12 


F (earth on moon) = 1 x .012/240,000 = 2083 x 10°! 2 
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This shows the sun to have more than twice as much 
gravitational pull on the Moon (.4578/.2083 = 2.2) as does 
the Earth. In fact——if the Sun had only a teeny-weeny bit 
more pull on the Moon——than does the Earth————the Sun 
unquestionably would pull the Moon out of the Earth’s orbit. 
We unhesitatingly, and unequivocally make this as a positive 
statement———despite any grandiose ideas or theories to the 
contrary. 

If 2 giants were perfectly balanced on a teeter totter 


O QO 


1S 


——a small child could easily—with only 1 finger——upset the 
equilibrium—and easily push either end of the teeter-totter 
downward——or upward. ?Right? 

If we had the earth and the Moon properly balanced ona 
teeter totter—— 
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it would take very little effort to tip the scale. If the Moon’s 
velocity were only slightly increased or decreased—beyond its 
normal for a certain distance from the Earth———this would 
change its entire orbit. 

2?Then logically——logically without any preconceived 
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notions of prejudice———wouldn’t the sun pull the Moon out 
of the Earth’s orbit—if it (Sun) had twice as much force or 
pull on the Moon—as does the Earth? ?Yes———or no? 

All you have to do here is use just a teensy-weensy bit of 
logic and common sense. ?If the sun should start pulling on 
the spacecraft ‘at about 160,000 miles from the Earth——~as 
depicted by NASA’s sheet—Fig II-S5——ahead—then why 
doesn’t the Sun also start pulling on the Moon——as the 
Moon is about 80,000 miles closer to the Sun at this 
time———~—they why——why, why, why——-—why doesn’t 
the sun also start to pull on the Moon???? 

Remember——weight or Mass in space is no object. If a 
pebble were at the same distance from the Earth as the 
Moon——the pebble would travel at exactly the same velocity 
as the Moon now travels. And if the sun would pull the 
pebble out of the Earth’s influence at 240,000 miles from - 
Earth——it (the Sun) would also pull the Moon. !Right! 

An actual recopy of NASA’s (National Aeronautic and 
Space Administration) record of Apollo 16 spaceflight to the 
Moon in April 1972 is ahead. However———you may find this 
difficult to read—because of the fine print. 

At exact | hour intervals——they show the spacecraft’s 
velocity in feet per second relative to the Earth——and 
relative to the Moon. Also at these exact moments——the 
distances to the surface (not to the center) of the Earth and 
Moon are given in nautical miles (not statute miles). 

From NASA’s records we summarized only the pertinent 
information we need for our specific purpose. We added the 
radiuses (radii) of the Earth—3,440———and of the Moon— 
938.5 nautical miles to their distances———thereby showing 
the distance from the spacecraft to the center of the Earth or 
Moon——instead of to the surface. 

In. our above mentioned summary we show 6 vertical 
columns. In column No. 2——you will see that the space- 
craft’s minimum velocity of 3,433.3——relative to the Moon 
——was at time 49. (column No. 1). However we dubbed in 
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time 48.5 ——taking the averages between time 48 and 49. 

This is the most critical period. Previous to this—the 
spacecraft had been decelerating—or losing velocity—due to 
the Earth’s negative or “‘reverse pull’’ against the spacecraft 
—~——trying to prevent it (spacecraft) from leaving the Earth’s 
sphere of gravitational influence. Then—as the spacecraft 
enters the Moon’s gravitation it gradually begins to accel- 
erate—or speed up—because of the Moon’s “forward pull.” 

This is when constant records——possibly every few 
seconds——should be kept———showing the exact second 
—and the distances at that critical moment when minimum 
velocity occurs. 


RECAP OF PERTINENT INFORMATION FROM 
NASA’S RECORDS APOLLO 16 


1 2 3 4 5 6 
Center to Center—Nautical Miles 


Velocity Spacecraft Distance From 

ft/sec Earth- 
Time __ rel.-Moon Earth Moon Total Moon 
47 3,4354 161,681.0 57,8690 219,550.0 201,529.6 
48 3,433.8 163,615.0 55,842.1 219,457.1 201,660.0 
48.5* 3,420? possible $4,828.77 219,396.97 
49 3,433.3 165,521.3 53,815.4 219,336.7 201,790.6 
50 3,433.5 167,400.7 51,7883 219,189.0 201,921.5 
51 3,435.7 169,253.9 49,760.1 219,014.0 202,052.5 


*1/2 way average between time 48 and 49. 


Notice that from the above charts compiled from NASA’s 
records——except that we interpolated at time 48.5-—the 
chart shows that the minimum velocity—-—3,433.3 ft per 
second occurred at time 49 (from takeoff). Actually—— 
however——it could have occurred anywhere between time 
48 to 50——but the evidence seems to indicate that it 
most likely occurred a little after time 48.5——as you 
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will observe from our calculations below. At this time (48.5) 
the accuracy is less than 1/10 or 1% for the journey to the 
moon (185.9/219,396.9 = .00085)——as you will see ahead— 
on the. calculations. 


This closeness is incredible——when you realize that if we 
do not have the exact and precise Mass of the Moon. For 
example——had we put the Moon’s Mass at .111 instead of 
.11——which amounts to only 1 thousandths more——our 
calculations would have been less than 1/10 of a mile from 
NASA’s calculations for the spacecraft’s distance from the 
Moon. Then we must also consider-—?how accurate were 
NASA’s calculations? 


As you have previously seen——the point of equal forces 
can be found by trial and error——by using the force formula 
for each body——and when the forces become exactly equal 
this gives the distance of the equal forces——or equal 
gravisphere. 


However——to expedite the procedure——we developed a 
rather simple formula——which will give the distance of equal 
forces——between any 2 bodies of known mass. From this 
formula you can derive a constant——that shows the ratio of 
where equal force occurs. 


For example———below in the EF (equal force) formula 
—-——the calculation shows that equal force between the 
Moon/Earth occurs at .249058965———or almost 25% of the 
distance from the Moon toward Earth. 


EF = Equal Force: Me = Mass of Earth 
R = Radius or distance: Mm = Mass of Moon 
EF Moon = R/Mm/(./Mm +J/Me) = RV.1I//-11+VJ1 


= R.249058965 
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Total R from Our NASA’s 


Time Spacecraft Calculations Calculations Difference 
47 219,550.0 54 ,680.9 57,869.0 -3,188.1 
48 219,457.1 54,657.8 55,842.1 -1,184.3 
48.5 219,396.9? 54,642.8 54,828.72 -185.9 
49 219,336.7 54 627.8 53,815.4 +812.4 
50 219,189.0 54,591.0 51,788.3 +2,802.7 


Flight of Mariner 9 to Mars in 1971 


For the Mariner 9’s flight to Mars in 1971——according to 
Newton’s formulas——the distance of equal gravisphere——or 
equal gravitational force between the Sun and Mars——should 
be at about 75,000 miles from Mars——as calculated below. 

In calculating the point of EF (equal force) it is only 
necessary to use Newton’s’ Force formula——— 
F= Mm/R2 for each Mars and the Sun —~——experimenting 
with different distances from each (Mars and Sun)——until 
the force from each is equal. In the formula——we can 
eliminate one of the Masses———as we can assume there is no 
mass at the point of equal force. 

As stated above———the distance of equal force (equal 
gravisphere) between Mars and the Sun——-—according to 
Newton’s formulas——should be about 75,000 miles. Mars 
was about | .398652+ AU’s (astronomical units) from the sun 
when Pioneer 9 was near the point of increasing its 
velocity——relative to Mars. So——for convenience and sim- 
plicity we will use the distance of 130,075,000 miles—— 
which is fairly close to the actual distance. 

This then gives us 130 million from the Sun——and 75 
thousand from Mars to the presumed equal gravisphere. 

So using Newton’s Force formula—— 


F = Mm/R2 
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and changing it to—— 
F = M/R2 
by eliminating one of the unnecessary Masses (m). 
Force of spacecraft at 75,000 miles from Mars and 
130,000,000 from the Sun: 


F-= M(Mass)/R2 = .11/(75 x 103)2 = 195.5 x 10°13 


F = M(Sun)/R2 = 330,000/(130 x 106) = 195.2x 10-13 


Notice that the above relative forces are approximately 
equal——195.5 to 195.2—for Mars and the sun, respectively. 
If the distance to Mars were only increased a few miles——and 
the distance to the Sun were decreased a like amount———at 
some point their respective forces would be exactly equal. 
And it follows—that when their forces become equal——this 
implies that the gravitational force between the two bodies 
becomes equal———as the force is the gravitational force—— 
and the point of equal gravitation is the same thing as equal 
gravisphere. 

The gravisphere is the area that is in the sphere of 
influence or dominance of any astronomical body. But equal 
gravitation———or equal gravisphere is where the forces of 
any 2 bodies equalize and become neutral. 

Don’t be confused here on the term ‘“‘sphere of influence.” 
We use this synonymously with the area that Mars gravitation 
exceeds that of the Sun. On the Apollo flight to the 
Moon-——NASA showed a “‘sphere of influence’ extended to 
include a buffer zone—or sort of no man’s land. But this was 
part of a Mickey Mouse attempt to follow Newton’s laws. 

If we now take NASA’s figures for Pioneer 9’s point at 
which it started accelerating in reference to Mars——and its 
distance from Mars at that point——we find that the 
spacecraft started accelerating at about 2,500,000 miles from 
Mars. 
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Get this now. Newton’s formulas indicated the spacecraft 
should be in Mar’s gravitational field———and therefore begin 
to accelerate—in reference to Mars——at 75 thousand miles. 
Repeated——75,000. But this very thing (the acceleration) 
occurred at 2% million miles——not 75 thousand. What an 
astounding difference. 

What an irrational, inconceivable, unlikely, and impossible 


difference————if Newton’s formulas are correct. 
Summary 
Actual distance of acceleration 2,500,000 
By Newton’s formulas—it should be 75,000 
Error 2,425,000 


% of error = 2,425,000/2,500,000 = 97% 


!97% incorrect! Looking at the problem from another 
angle— 


2,500,000/75,000 = 3333% difference. 


This preposterous difference is inconceivable and incor- 
rigible. It positively cannot be reconciled by any stretch of 
the imagination. But it can be ‘Mickey Moused’’——— 
possibly by the Wizard of Oz. But not by any logical 
person——like you or me. 

97% incorrect. This is a bigger error than if you said that 
75 + 75 =2,500———instead of 150. ?How can such an 
unbelievable difference occur in an “infallible law’’? 

Now let’s check this same problem with Snyder’s corrected 
masses and force formula 


F2 = Mm/R2 or F =. J/Mm/R 
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As above—in figuring the EF (equal gravitation or gravi- 
sphere) for Mars and the Sun———we will eliminate the one 
unnecessary m (mass) in the equation F =./Mm/R——— 
making it become F =./M/R 


Mars F = /.3257/3,000,000 = 190.2 x 10° 
Sun F = /574.25/(130,075,000 — 3,000,000) =188.6 x 10°? 


Notice that the forces came close—— 190.2 to 188.6——but 
not exactly equal. Obviously then the distance from Mars 
should increase slightly—to make its number (190.2) a little 
lower——and the distance from the Sun should decrease 
slightly—to increase its result(1 88.6). So by laborious experi- 
menting by trial and error we could eventually discover the 
exact distance of the equal gravisphere between Mars and the 
Sun. 

This method was detailed under the discussion relative to 
the Apollo flight to the moon——and is again repeated here. 
Repetition is used for the benefit of ‘late comers”—-—and as 
a refresher. Below again is the formula for acquiring the 
distance of equal forces. 


EF = RVM)/(/M, + VM)) 


R = Radius or distance between the Masses 
M, = the body or Mass from which the distance of EG is to 
be determined 
EF = distance of Equal Gravitation or Gravisphere 
So in getting the exact equal gravisphere from Mars toward 
the Sun 


Mars EG = RVMMars/(VMMars +t V Msun) 
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EG = 130,075,000 V.3257/(V/ 3257 +./574.05) = 


130,075,000 x .023261 = 3,025,674.575 


See—~——3 million miles on our original method was 
close———only another 25+ thousand miles added to Mars’ 
distance-—and subtracted from the Sun’s distance would 
have made the forces of Mars and the Sun exactly equal to 
one another——indicating the exact distance of equal gravity 
between the two (Mars and Sun). 

As our formula shows Mars’ gravitation should have taken 
effect on the spacecraft at slightly over 3 million miles--—— 
and it actually happened at about 2% million——— ?Why the 
difference? Here’s the reason. 

The spacecraft’s distance—and velocity——relative to Mars 
~-—is predicated on the assumption that Mars is already at the 
point in space——where Mars and the spacecraft will have 
their rendezvous. In reality——however——Mars is still a 
considerable distance to the right of the spacecraft——if you 
were in the spacecraft—looking straight ahead——as Mars is 
orbiting counterclockwise——or to the left. 

The planet Mars at this time is traveling well over—58,000 
miles per hour-—relative to the sun. The spacecraft is at the. 
same time traveling at about 53,000 miles per hour—relative 
to the Sun———but closing in on Mars at only about 7228 
mph—~—as is evidenced by a copy of part of Mariner 9’s log, 
ahead. But the spacecraft is gaining speed—relative to 
Mars——and losing speed relative to the Sun. 

Remember——the spacecraft is only about 22 million miles 
from its rendezvous or future position of Mars———but in 
actuality only a little over 3 million miles from Mars’ 
immediate location. Naturally——the spacecraft cannot head 
directly toward the planet Mars——as the planet itself is 
speeding along its own orbit. 
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Above is an exaggerated sketch—showing that although 
Mars is about 2.5 million miles from its rendezvous loca- 
tion——the spacecraft is only a little over 3 million miles 
from Mars’ present position——and at the point of equal 
gravisphere between the Sun and Mars. 

As Mars moves along its orbital path—its gravitational 
field—extending over 3 million miles beyond as depicted by 
the circle around Mats—on the above sketch——also keeps 
moving with Mars. As you can imagine—from the sketch—the 
spacecraft at first is not moving too fast into the interior of 
Mars’ gravitational field. But as Mars gets closer and closer to 
the rendezvous point——the spacecraft then quickens its. pace 
in getting closer to the interior of the gravity field——and to 
the planet Mars itself. 


Pioneer 9 Spaceflight to Jupiter 


According to Newton’s formulas—Jupiter’s and the Sun’s 
equal gravitational force should be about 14 million miles 
from Jupiter—when it (Jupiter) is about 470 million miles—or 
about 5 AU’s from the Sun—as shown below. 


Fj = Force Jupiter 
Fs = Force Sun 
M = Mass 
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Fj = Mj/R2 = 312/142 (million miles) = 1.59 
Fs = Ms/R2= 330,000/4562 (million miles) = 1.59 


(470 — 14 = 456) 


2Notice the approximate equal forces at these distances? 

Taking Jupiter's mass at 312, and the Sun’s at 
330,000——from the above you can see that the distances are 
about 14 and 456 million miles, respectively——where equal 
force or gravity between Jupiter and the Sun should 
occur——according to Newton’s formulas. 

From our corrected formulas we had already prepared our 
calculations—as shown ahead—where the Jupiter-Sun equal 
gravisphere should occur at various distances of Jupiter from 
the Sun. These figures have in no way been altered since. 

The day our manuscript was to go to press—it was 
announced in the newspapers that Pioneer 10 was only about 
20 million miles from Jupiter. So we held up publication for 
a couple of days to give us time to check the facts. 

Remember that the spacecraft should stop decelerating 
(slowing down)——and begin to accelerate (speed up) as it 
enters Jupiter’s gravitational influence. According to 
Newton’s formulas——Jupiter’s gravitation should not occur 
until 14 million miles—as shown above. The spacecraft— 
remember was still only about 20 million miles away. 

Therefore the spacecraft should not yet be under Jupiter’s 
influence——according to Newton’s laws——for another 6 
million miles (20 —- 14=6). You no doubt have already 
guessed that Pioneer 10 had already been under Jupiter’s 
influence. 

In fact—from the best unofficial records that we could 
obtain——the spacecraft had been accelerating from about 44 
million miles from Jupiter. Repeating 44——as opposed to 14 
million——or more than 3 times this 14 million miles. 
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?Something wrong——isn’t it? From our hurried investiga- 
tion——we were informed that the Mass of the JOVIAN 
system (Jupiter and its satellites) was over 1,000 (Earth = 1). 
This would make its (Jupiter and satellites) Mass more than 3 
times greater than presently believed——3]2+ satel- 
lites = 1,000+. Unbelievable—if this information is correct. 
Also——we were informed——and we cannot vouch as to the 
authenticity of our informer——that the Sun’s Mass is much 
less than its 330,000—as is presently accepted—from 
Newton’s Mass formula. 

By Mickey Mousing the Mass of Jupiter to be greater—— 
and the Sun’s Mass to be less——at some happy medium 
point—it could “prove” that the spacecraft did just exactly as 
Newton’s formulas predict. Of course—this is only specula- 
tion———we have no absolute proof that a conspiracy of 
changing the masses is in effect. But if it is so——there’s going 
to be some confusing and bewildering mathematics——that 
may take a large set of Encyclopedias to give the answers. 

Remember——it was easy to Mickey Mouse the reason for 
the moon flights——as to why acceleration began at about 3/4 
of the distance from the Earth to the Moon. The innocent 
Sun was declared guilty—-— without a trial. 

Then again——the distance where the spacecraft began to 
accelerate toward Jupiter does not agree with our calcula- 
tions either. It began about a third of the way closer to 
Jupter than it mathematically should have——or about 26 
million miles later. Percentagewise——this is much—much, 
closer. About 33% for our formula——compared to 300% 
incorrect by Newton’s formulas. 

Possibly the spacecraft’s distances and velocities could be 
charted at certain periods——a week apart—for example—— 
and then the velocities and distances in between could be 
interpolated to suit our formula—or our theory. 

In such a long trip of Pioneer ]0——in going to Jupiter——it 
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no doubt is possible to err by many million miles—one way 
or the other. 

To say the least——we must wait for the official report—— 
that is no doubt now available——and possibly past history 
—~—as you read this book. 

Remember that after all this discussion——that Jupiter’s 
Mass is only 17.68-——not 312. The Sun’s 574.25———not 
330,000. The force formula is F2——not F = Mm/R2 

Below are our calculations for the EF (equal force) 
distance—in miles—from Jupiter. 


Equal Gravisphere — Jupiter-Sun 


EF = distance of equal Gravitation from the Sun 
R = Radius—Jupiter to Sun 
Mj = Mass Jupiter 
Ms = Mass Sun 
K = constant 
EF = RVMj/(/Mj + VMs 
= RV17.67/6/17.67 + /574.25) = R x 149236958 


R K EG 
EF minimum 460,013,000 .149236958 68,650,941 
EF average 483,300,000 .149236958 72,126,222 


EF maximum 506,563,000 .149236958 75,597,921 


But then we find that for spacecraft in going to planets—— 
the spacecraft’s distance from the planet is based on the 
point in space—where Jupiter—for example—will be where 
they (Jupiter and spacecraft) have their rendezvous——and 
not where Jupiter is at the moment. This then——solves the 
problem—as shown in the sketch—-—— 


83 


Spacecraft and 
Jupiter's Location Present Location 
at Rendezvous of Jupiter 






44 


B 2 «70 Million Miles 
Million Miles 


ee 


Spacecraft Orbit N Spacecraft begins 


accelerating-relative 
to Jupiter here. 


Sunspots 


For many years—the best astronomers, mathematicians, 
etc. have been trying to make a correlation between the 
Planets and the high activity of the Sunspots that occurs on 
an average of about every | 1.073 years——or we usually figure 
about 1|1 years. The renowned astronomer———Hale—in 1908 
—discovered that the sunspots contain magnetic fields which 
vary—radically—sometimes being hundreds of times stronger 
than at other times. 

These magnetic fields from the sunspots affect radio waves 
and other things on Earth——many believe also affect our 
weather—a belief which we firmly support. (At a later date 
we will publish some of our findings in this related field.) 

Sometimes during these approximate 11 year cycles—there 
may be ], 2, 3 or 4 very, very high sunspot activity periods— 
followed by 3 much lower 11 year high frequency periods. 
They may react something like ocean waves coming in to 
shore, Sometimes the waves are erratic-——there could be 
several high waves—followed by a few low ones. 

As the sunspots affect us here on earth—their causes have 
baffled scientists. All types of theories have evolved. Some 
have figured that reactions from outer space—from some 
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unknown phenomena—from some _ star, stars, galaxies, 
etc.—cause the sunspots to “‘act up.” This has been a mystery 
that could not be absolutely proven. 

Some of the best astronomers and mathematicians started 
suspecting that the Planets were the cause of the disturb- 
ances—so all kinds of mathematics and calculations were 
experimented with. 

The prime suspect~if the Planets did indeed affect the 
sunspots—was the planet Jupiter——as it has been an accepted 
fact that it has about 3 times more force on the sun than all 
the rest of the planets combined. This means Jupiter would 
have about 3/4-or 75% of the total. Only 25% divided 
among & planets would make them quite insignificant — 
wouldn’t it? 

Of course—all of this is based on the infallibility of 


Newton’s equations———scientists have long believed in what 
(unfortunately) is accepted to be a series of infallible 
equations. 


When the force formula (F = Mm/R2) was applied to the 
ocean tides——and it showed the sun to be almost 200 times 
more: effective on the tides than the moon——what 
happened? It had been known for centuries that the moon 
had more effect. It was found that by the simple well known 
and often used manipulation——used by all of us at some 
time or other——especially when with overenthusiasm—and in 
figuring our budget—we cannot afford to buy a house—or car. 
?What do we do? Just erase the undesirable figures—and 
make the “corrections.” It is quite an easy matter then to 
make our “‘justified”’ purchase. 

But then comes the time of reckoning. ?And bankruptcy? 

So literally—this happened. Although we couldn’t afford 
the change——the force formula was varied——the distance 
(R) in the formula was cubed (R3)——so the formula was 
“Mickey Moused” to F =Mm/R?. This led to something 
more than bankruptcy. 

It led to many scientists to forego some logic—and 
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substitute a formula. It has led to utter confusion. 

Below is listed the incorrect masses—~—at least incorrect so 
far as the planets with satellites——and by using Newton’s 
force formula 

F = Mm/R2 


You will see how insignificant is the effect of the 
planets—other than Jupiter—on the Sun. 


Incorrect Forces—Secured through Newton’s 
Incorrect Formulas 


Total Force on Sun 


Mass Relative 

M=V2R F = Mm/R2 % of Total 
Sun 330,000 
Planets 
Mercury 055 121,124 2.3 
Venus 816 514,715 9.81 
Earth I: 330,000 6.29 
Mars 11 15,635 30 
Jupiter 320. 3,901,123 74.36 
Saturn 95.2 344,548 6.57 
Uranus 14.5 13,005 26 
Neptune 17.4 6,356 12 
Pluto l 21 .00 
Total 5,246,527 100.00 


Notice above that with Newton’s formulas Jupiter 
apparently dominates the entire solar system with about 3/4 
of the total-—with Venus, Earth, and Saturn adding 22.67% 
and the other 5 planets adding less than 3%. ?It looks illogical 
and lopsided—doesn’t it? 
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Using the Corrected Formulas 
F2 = Mm/R2 or F = /Mm/R 


Total Force on Sun 


Mass Relative 
M2=V2R F = /Mm/R % of Total 

Sun 574.25 

Planets 

Mercury 2345 29.98 23.84 
Venus 9 31.43 24.99 
Earth l. 23.96 19.05 
Mars 3257 8.98 7.14 
Jupiter 17.67 19.36 15.39 
Saturn 9.68 7.82 6.22 
Uranus 3.8 2.44 1.94 
Neptune 4.137 1.62 1.29 
Pluto at 19 5 
Total 125.78 100.01 


If you compare the above 2 tables (the previous one using 
Newton’s equations and ours above) between the forces— 
consider only the percentages of each planet’s force——and 
not their relative forces which are derived from different 
equations. 

Notice now-that the monster Goliath planet—Jupiter— 
which has been bullying and frustrating the scientists for 
years has been bluffing——was just full of hot air———now— 
after all these long years he has been knocked down a few 
pegs—down to his correct worth—or mass and it all happened 
because of a little numeral 2. Because Newton had inad- 
vertently neglected to place a 2 (M2 = V2R) in his equation. 

The tables are rightly reversed. 75% of the power now goes 
to these 4 comparatively insignificantly smaller inner planets, 
leaving Jupiter with only 15%——even though this monstrous 
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Jupiter has almost 1% times more volume than all the other 
planets combined. But now these 4 little jewels——Mercury, 
Venus, Earth, and Mars have 5S times more power than 
Jupiter. Good has triumphed over evil. Satan has been driven 
out of the Solar System. We can begin to reason by fact—not 
fantasy. 

Science has suffered a very serious psychological blow- 
from which it will not only recover—it will profit. Let’s now 
consider the orbital time of each of the 5 closest planets to 
show how they synchronize or harmonize with the sunspot 
cycle——and the relative force of each of these planets— 
toward the sun. 


Number of 
Time of Orbits to Synchronize 

7% Force Orbit Orbits Days Years 
Mercury 23.84 87.967 Days 46 4046.482 11.073 
Venus 24.99 224.701 ” 18 4044.6 11.08 
Earth 19.05 365.256 ” 11.073 4044.6 11.073 
Mars 744 686.98 ” 5.888 4044.6 11.073 
Jupiter 15.39 11.862 Yrs. 935 4044.6 11.073 
Saturn 6.22 29458 ” 
Uranus 1.94 84. ” 
Neptune 1.29 164 ” 
Pluto AS 247 id 

100.01 


As is known—the intensity of the sunspots in one 11 year 
period may vary greatly from another 11 year cycle. Also, 
the time period does not consistently keep an exact 11 year 
period between the high to high sunspot period. 
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As the sunspot cycle averages very close to 11.073 years 
watch the closeness of the 2 most effective planets—— 
Mercury and Venus——as far as their synchronizing is 
concerned. These 2 have almost 50% of the total force on the 
sun—at average distances. However—its perihelion—Mercury 
strength because of its long ellipse (elongation) can poten- 
tially increase its force by about 26%—~and also at aphelion 
—it can decrease about 17%? 


Mercury 
Venus 
Earth 
Mars 
Jupiter 
Satum 
Uranus 
Neptune 
Pluto 


Mercury 
Venus 
Earth 
Mars 
Jupiter 
Saturn 


% Force 
23.84 
24.99 
19.05 

714 
15.39 
6.22 
1.94 
1.29 
1S 


Time for 
1 Orbit 
years 
.240836 
6151877 
fi 
1.88 
11.862 
29.458 
84 
164 
247 


Time of 
Orbit 


% Force Years Rev. 


23.84 240836 45% 


24.99 61 
19.05 l. 
7.14 1.88 
15.39 11.86 
6.22 29.45 


51877 17% 
10% 
5% 

2 

8 


Revolution 


46 


Years 
10.958 
10.766 
10.5 
10.34 


Rev. 


46% 
18% 
11% 

6% 


Years 
11.078 
11.073 
11. 
11.28 
11.862 
88.347 
168. 


Years 
11.199 
11.38 
11.5 
12.22 


At 1/2 an orbit the planets would be at the opposite ends 
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of their inclinations. The Sun's magnetic field reverses at each 
new sunspot cycle——it is likely the more effective planets 
could be at the opposite side of their inclinations——or at a 
half orbit on the new sunspot cycle. Of course the sunspot 
cycle can sometimes vary by a couple of years. 

The planetary positions will have to be studied for years 
back——during various phases of sunspot cycles. ?Herein lies 
the mystery. 

?Now notice an amazing coincidence of the 5 closest 
planets? For the particular revolutions—or orbits—as shown 


3 orbits of Satum = 88.374 years (8 x 11.073) 
Average time of sunspot cycle = 88.584 years 
2 orbits of Uranus = 168 years 


168+ 11.073 = 15.172 orbits 


The distance of the planets—as you know—has some 
bearing as to their strength. 

For example at perihelion and aphelion the forces on the 
planets vary as follows. Don’t lose sight of the fact that if any 
planet is at aphelion——and therefore its relative percentage 
of force to the sun drops—so also drops the total of the 
planets combined forces or vice versa. 


Normal % of Change 
Planet % Force Perihelion Aphelion 
Mercury 23.84 126% 83% 
Venus 24.99 100.7 99.3 
Earth 19.05 101.7 98.3 
Mars 7.14 110 91.5 
Jupiter 15.39 105.1 95.4 
Saturn 6.22 105.4 95.2 
Uranus 1.94 105 95.6 
Neptune 1.29 100.9 99.2 
Pluto 15 135.8 78.8 
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Vibrations on Moon 


In 1969—on Apollo 12’s expedition to the Moon—a 
seismic {(moonquake) recording device was placed on the 
Moon’s surface to send seismic messages to the Earth. Then 
during the return flight—the landing module—which was no 
longer needed—was purposely crash landed onto the 
Moon——45 miles from the seismic recorder——to determine 
how long vibrating would occur from this deliberate crash. It 
took 5.5 minutes for the shock waves to travel this 45 miles. 


A similar experiment had been performed on Earth, The 
resulting vibrations lasted less than one minute. The density 
of the Earth is “reputed” to be 5.5 (times heavier than 
water). This means that if a pint of water weighs one 
pound——a pint of the average Earth would weigh 5.5 
pounds. 


As the Moon’s density is “‘established and reputed” to be 
only about 60% as much as its primary—the Earth. This 
then—would mean—that the Moon’s density is 3.3. If the 
Moon’s density were then less than the Farth’s——then 
naturally——the vibrations from this above mentioned test 
would last less than the | minute vibrations on Earth. 
?Right? 


In general——the more dense a material is—-—the more 
energy it can absorb——and the longer it can vibrate. If you 
dropped a heavy object—such as chunk of steel——onto a pile 
of feathers or pillows—there would be practically no 
vibration. But drop it on a piece of iron, or silver, or 
gold——and the vibrations would last much longer. 
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Let’s look at the density of some various materials: 


water =] 
earth soil = 2+ 
rock =2to4 
iron = 8- 
silver = 10.5 
lead =11.3 
gold = 19.3 


platinum = 21.3 
uranium = 18.7 

Approximately 3/4 of the Earth’s. surface is covered with 
water. The balance is mostly sand, various types of earth, 
tock, and small amounts of metals, etc. 

This would mean——that the surface—at least—must have a 
density of less than 2. 

On the other hand—the Moon has no light material such as 
water on its surface. Rock samples returned from moontrips 
have densities of 3.2 to 3.4. Obviously—therefore——the 
Moon’s surface—at least—has a greater density than Earth’s. 

Within a mile or so depth in the Earth——there are some 
oil, gas, and water deposits—with low densities. If the Earth’s 
average density is 5.5——then parts of it would have to 
average 10—to balance out at 5.5 (water 
1+10=11+2=5%). 

To a logical——but ignorant person——ignorant that is, of 
some of the already accepted and_ established 
estimations———this logical person could believe that the 
Moon’s density may exceed the primary’s (Earth). 

There is an old song that in part dramatizes that “it pays 
to be ignorant.” This is an exception—where it really pays to 
be ignorant. 

Getting back to that above mentioned crash on the Moon. 
Remember——on Earth the vibrations would have lasted less 
than a minute. Therefore——if the Moon’s density is less than 
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the Earth’s——the vibrations should have dissipated in less 
than a minute. !But guess what! !You guessed it! Your 
deduction is 100% right. 

The vibrations on the Moon not only lasted longer than 
they would have lasted on the Earth———but believe it or 
not——continued for almost 50 minutes. More than 50 times 
longer. All those concerned have been flabbergasted by this 
my stery——still unsolved. 

But not to you and I. We know that the Moon’s mass is 9 
times greater than believed. If its mass is 9 times more—— 
which can easily be proven by the time it took any of the 
spacecrafts to orbit the Moon——then its density is also 9 
times greater than believed. 

Then if the Earth’s density is 5.s——and the Moon’s is 9 
times heavier than believed——or 9 x 3.3= 29.7. That’s 
almost 30——or about 50% heavier than pure solid gold. Then 
instead of the Moon being made of the fabled green 
cheese———it is not so much a fable that the interior could be 
of solid gold and other more dense and prescious metals. 

?What would this do to the world’s gold market if this 
dream were true? ?Especially if it could be economically 
transported to Earth? 

Of course——this may all be a pipe dream. Supposing the 
Earth’s density was not 5.5. ?Perhaps 5.5 = 2.345? If 
so——and if the Moon’s density were 60% of Earth’s——this 
would make the accepted Moon’s density (.60 x 2.345 =) 
1.407. Multiplying this by the 9x greater——would still put 
the Moon’s density at | 2.66 —which still averages more than 
silver or lead. But this would mean that its only aver- 
age——meaning that some of it would be much—much 
greater. So the possibility of much gold is more evident. 

This is speculation on our part——and presently we make 
no commitment on the Earth’s density. We do say—more 
research is needed. 
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Summary 


Below are summarized some of the proofs that Newton’s 
laws are full of flaws. 


(1) Transforming R= VT to R=1//RxT to R3/2 = T to 
R3/2/7 = M (not R3/T2 = M). 


(2) Area x Distance Traveled = K for all planets also trans- 
forms and confirms R3/2/7 =M. 


(3) Ocean tides formula was “Mickey Moused”’ from R2 to 
R» in force equation. 


(4) Spacecraft to Moon entered Earth-Moon gravisphere at 
about 1/4 of distance from Moon——not 1/10 as by 
Newton’s. 


(5) Density of the Moon is much—much greater than 
heretofore believed as evidenced by vibrations created by 
crash of lunar landing module. 


(6) Spacecraft to Mars entered Mars-Sun gravisphere at 
about 3 million miles——not 75,000 as by Newton’s. 


(7) Spacecraft to Jupiter entered Jupiter-Sun gravisphere at 
about 70 million miles——not 14 million as by Newton’s, 


Even though the evidence and proof are overwhelming in 
showing the fallacy of Newton’s Mass and Force formulas—— 
there will unquestionably be a large established and conserva- 
tive group that will vehemently oppose any change. This is a 
result of human nature——and human nature is natural—and 
what is natural is nature -——and naturally nature follows what 
is nature, if it’s natural nature. No comment hereto. 
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Easily Memorize the 9 Planets 


To prove that you are a potential genius—do this. Forma 
mental picture of you driving the Mercury with the beautiful 
Venus around the Earth, while eating a Mars candy bar while 
the monstrous Jupiter takes up the whole back seat. 


think of the Ford — Mercury — automobile 
driving the beautiful — Venus 
around the — Earth 
while eating a — Mars — candy bar 
in the back—monstrous — Jupiter — takes up the whole 
seat 
That’s the first 5. 
Saturn — 
Then spell SUN Uranus — 
Neptune — 


At the tale tail end of the tail tale——is the little dog—Pluto— 
with the big tale (tail). 


Easily Memorize the Planet’s Distances 
from the Sun in A.U.’s 


Start by remembering that the Earth is | AU from the 
Sun——or think of it as $1.00. Then take 3/4 of a dollar (75¢) 
for Venus——and 1/2 of that (3/4) amount or 3/8 ofa dollar 
for Mercury. 


Mercury 3/8 = $ .375 
Venus 3/4 = .75 
Earth 1 = 1.00 
Mars 1-1/2 = 1.50 
From here on think of 5 and then 10’s. 
Jupiter 5 
Saturn 10 
Uranus 20 
Neptune 30 
Pluto 40 
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All these distances are within 4% of actual. 

All the above distances are within 4% of the actual average 
distances——but all the planets——during part of their orbit 
do equal these approximate distances. 


Approximate Actual 
Mercury 375 3871 
Venus 75 .7233 
Earth 1, 1. 
Mars 1.5 1.52 
Jupiter 5. 5.2 
Saturn 10 9.54 
Uranus 20 19.2 
Neptune 30 30. 
Pluto 40 39.5 
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SATELLITES 


EARTH 
Moon 


MARS 
1 Phobos 
2 Deimos 


JUPITER 


Aunpw noe 
s 
te 
S 
© 
Qa 
ra) 


(R x 27 =C) 
R C 
238,857 1,501,386 


Mass = 310.69935/310.69935 = 1 


5,800 
14,600 


36,442 
Ol 735 


Mass = 101.18/310.69935 =..32565 


112.628 
261,942 


416,798 
664,946 
1,169,282 
7,128,284 


707.663 
1,645,830 


2,618,819 
4,177,979 
7,346,815 
44,788,327 


(C+ T=V¥) 
2,360,580 635728 
27,540 1.32324 
109,080 .84099 
43,043 16.4409 
152,854 10.7674 
306,822 8.5354 
618,159 6.7587 
1,441,931 5,0951 
21,651,840 2.05471 


VR 
488.73 


76.158 
120.8 


Total K 
Average K 


335.60195 
511.8027 


645.59895 

815.4422] 
1,081 .3334 
2,669.8846 


VVR 
=K 


310.69935 


100.77 
101.59 


202.36 
101.18 


5,517.58 
5,510.78 


5,510.45 
5,511.33 
5,509.50 
5,485.84 
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SATELLITES (continued) 


JUPITER (continued) 


Vil 
xX 
XII 
XI 
VITI 
IX 


SATURN 


wWwon7ynrMnb Why 


Mimas 
Enceladus 
Tethys 
Dione 
Rhea 
Titan 
Hyperion 
Japetus 
Phoebe 


(R x 27 =C) 
R Cc 
7,292,324 45,819,023 
7,274,925 45,709,702 
12,864,091 80,827,467 
13,884,370 87,238,069 
14,460,996 90,861,117 
14,726,940 92,532,093 


(C+T=V) 

T Vv 
22,472,640 2,03888 
22,464, 2,03480 
53,308,800 1.51621 
59,788,800 1,45910 
63,504, 1 43079 
65,491,200 1.41289 


Mass = 5,481 .38/310.69935 = 17.642 


115,000 
148, 
183, 
234, 
327, 
759, 
920, 
2,210, 
8,034, 


722,568 
923,628 
1,150,300 
1,470,800 
2,055,200 
4,768,949 
5,780,544 
13,885,872 
50,479,229 


81,420 
118,380 
163,080 
236,460 
390,300 

1,377,660 

1,838,280 

6,854,160 
47,520, 


Mass = 3013.84/310.69935 = 9.7002 


8.8746 
7.80223 
7.054 
6.220 
5,266 
3,462 
3.1445 
2,026 
1,062 


VR 


2,700.4303 
2,697.2069 
3,586.6546 
3,726.1736 
3,802.7616 
3,837.5695 


Total K 
Average K 


339.1 
383.4 
427 .8— 
483.73+ 
571.8+ 
871.2 
960,— 
1,487,.— 
2,834.4 


Total K 
Average K 


VJ/R 
=K 


5,505.85 
5,488.28 
5,438.12 
5,435.86 
5,440.95 
5,422.06 


65,776.60 
5,481.38 


3,009.52 
2,991.42 
3,017.60 
3,008.83 
3,011.30 
3,016.12 
3,016.10 
3,011.87 
3,010.17 


27,124.54 
3,013.84 
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SATELLITES (continued) 


(VR=K) 


5,928.14 
| 185.628 


1,279.4 
1,291,3 
2,570.7 
1,285.35 


(R x 27 =C) (C+T=V) 
R Cc T V VR 
URANUS 
1 Miranda 81,000 508,939 122,160 4,166 284.6 
2 Ariel 119, 747,700 217,740 3,4339 345. 
3  Umbriel 166, 1,043,011 358,080 2.91+ 407.4+ 
4 Titania 272, 1,709,030 752,160 2.27+ 521.5+ 
5 Oberon 364, 2,287,079 1,163,220 1,966] 603.3 
Mass = 11 ,185.628/310.69935 = 3.8156 Total K 
Average K 
NEPTUNE 
| Triton 220,000 1 382,304 507,780 2,722+ 470. 
2 Nereid 3,440, 21,620, 31,053,600 6962155 1,854.13— 
Mass = | ,285.35/310.69935 = 4.1372 Total K 
Average K 
SUN (Any of the planets may have been used—Earth more exact) 
Earth 92,950,000  5,840,220,736 + 31,558,149.5 = 18.506.22 x 9,641.058 = 178,419.54 
Mass = 178,419.54 + 310.69935 = 574.25 
R = Radius from planet — miles C = Circumference of orbit 
T = Time in seconds for one orbit V = Velocity in miles per second 
K = Constant R M = Mass = K = Kearth 


3.14159265 1 KM = 3,280.8’ 
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COPY OF ORIGINAL RECEIVED FROM NASA 
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GRAVISDIOERE AND SPIDER OF DNB PDOENCHE 


When the etfect Gt the moon's wravily on u vehicle traveling betweer 
earth and moon is beim considered, there are Lwo important areas of 


interest: the geuvisphere and the, sphere of infiuence. Closest to 
the moon is the sphere of equal gravitational attraction between the 
earth and moon cr the lunar_gravisphere. ikimy people think it is at 


this potnt that. tie vehicle stops decclernting with respect to the 
moon. This is not. trne;, because of the motion of the noon in its orbit 
around the earth, the spacecraft has actully been speeding up with 
respect to the moon Asng befor the” Grivisphere or the sphere of ins 


fluence is encountered. 


Of much greater iinportance to trajectory calculations than the 
gravisphere is 1 focus ¢f points called the spnere of influence. The 


sphere of influenes is defined as the locus vf points where the ratio 
of the force with which the earth perturbs Lhe selenocentric (moon 
centered) motion oY 1 vehicle (PE) to the roeree of the moon's gravita- 


tional attraction (AM) is equal to the ralie of the Corce with which 
the moon perturbs the geocentric (earth centered) motion of a vehicle 
(PM) to the gravitational attraction of the earth (AE). Stated mathe 
matically 


where PM and PE represent the perturbing ferce of the moon and earth 
respectively and AH «und AE represent the gravitational attraction of 
moon and earth, resnectively. 


At the point of crossing the sphere of influence, the vehicle is 
said to chanre refersnes bodies, Thus, it is av. the sphure of influence 
that the vehicle changes rrom earth reference Lo moon rererence on a 
translunar trajectory and from moon reference to earth reference on a 
transearth trajectory (fig. ITI-5). 


The perturbing effect of the earth on « selenocentric trajectory is 


a maximun at the beundary of the sphere. OF influernee and becomes less 
as the vehicle gets 7loser to the moon. 
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While only oo. 12 dave are required: ter fteocu be petate thpaich: 
60° about the cart, a slightly louser pertot is required for the sun 
ighting conditions to rereat themselves vu the surrace of the moon 
fig. II- a). Khe: oar ‘ation is caused by LI err tly las movinar approximately 
9° around the sun during this period. Wie: 7 move is cieniticane 
ecause tie Lighting conditions at a purticulur position on the surface 
f the moon are eated only cnee every 22.6 Jays, and the lighting 

sapcrcaat in establishing the Cime of the moath that an 
waned to the moon, as will be discussed later. 
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Figure II-b.- The phases of the moon, 


107 






MOON'S SPHERE—» 


m™160,000 MILES OF INFLUENCE We 


rm 36,000. 
MILES 


~ 240,000 MILES 










EARTH/MOON 
GRAVISPHERE 


EARTH'S SPHERE 
OF INFLUENCE ™\ 


/ 


EARTH/SUN 
GRAVISPHERE 


~ 430,000 MILES 


Figure I-5.- Gravitational influences on lunar trajectories. 
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